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Fig. 1.1 Fuel Burn Trends from International Aviation, 2005 to 2050 [1]
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Fig. 1.2 Schematic of the Compressor Characteristic Map
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Fig. 1.3 Turbulent Flows in the Stalled Cascade
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FEOTFRR L LT 3 ITEHMEME Navier-Stokes 5220 % V5. Navier-Stokes S FEED T B /L b FEFE
Ry, 2, )ICBNTUTDOEIITHET S,

0Q + d(E — E,) 6(F Fu) (G - G,) —0 @.1)
ot 0x dy 0z
72721
p pu pv pw
pu pu’+p pvu pwu
Q=|pv E=| puv F=|pv?+p G=| pwv
pw puw pow pw? +p
e (e +pu (e+pv (e + p)w
A L
| Ox | Txy Txz
E, =|Ty| F,=|0y]| G, =|1.|
|7, | rzyJ | 5, |
15, ] 8, 18, ]

2
0 =T =2u(25 -5 5) =Ty =3

_ _ 6u+6v _ _ 6v+6w _ _ ow = Ju
Txy_Tyx_:ua ax Tyz_sz_.ua 5 sz_sz_ﬂa 3z

aT aT aT
Bx = OxU + Ty UV + TyyW + Koo By = Tyxu + oy v + Ty,w + K3y Bz = TxuU+ T,V +o,w+ K3,

T, plXEE, wv,widx,y, zFREERy, TIXEE, pldES) e iIZHAAFEY =0 02T R LF

— BT 5.

K21 DT I v b EERER (x,y, 2, OB T 5 K HFRERITEF R ZHIC B DT REEREn, { OICE
Bal, BUEGHEZATO 2 L2 D, TNV MNERERND —REER~OERA NY 7 ZFLLTFO L D
ZET 5.

dx Xe Xy Xgyrd§
dy|=1Y¢ Iy y{l |:d77:| (2.2)
dz Zs Iy d¢

K(2.2) DT

YnZg = V¢Zn  ZnXg T ZgXy XpYg T X¢Vn| [dx
[ l [ YeZg — VeZg  ZgXg — ZgXg  X¢Ye — XeYe dyl (2.3)
YeZn = YnZ¢  ZgXy T ZnXg XeYn — XpVelldz

= ¢ One = o) + 30 3% = e20) + 32t = 1)
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L72%. ] iEYa v T > (Jacobian) & FEIEAL,

zaﬁmxkjﬁﬁ%%@ﬁwmﬁ]
0(x,y,2)  [WyBRZER D& AR

Ji (2.4)

EEWRT .
K(2.2)DT Vv NEIER(x, y, 2, )02 b —fRFEAER (1, {, ) ~DEHA N U 7 2%, —fREERNS T
TV NEEAE R ~DZER A N Y 7 A BRI ET 5.

df gx gy fz dx
[d'f}] =|Mx Ny 7Nz [dy] (2-5)
d( qx (y {z dz
£(2.3), 2.5)1 5,
& =1z = vezy) & =1 (zyx; — 2¢%y) & =1 (xgye — x¢yy)
e =J(veze = vezg),  my =J(zexe —zexg), = J(xgye — xe¥e) (26)

e =1 (vezy — woze) Gy =1 (zexy — 2y%¢) , 2 = J(xeyy — xn¥e)

DT A NIV 7 ARGELND. LLENSRQRLDDT IV NERER(x,y, 2, t) 23517 5 Navier-Stokes /72
KT REn, {OICB N TUTFO XS IZFET 5.

@+6(E—’Ev)+a(F—F,,)+a(6—5,,)=0

@.7)
at Fl an ¢
[P pU pV pW
Pl | PuU+Sp| | PwV +.p P+ G |
Q=;|p17| E=-|pvU+&p F=-|pvV+np|  G=-|pvW +{p
lPW | pwU +¢&,p pwV +n,p pwW +,p
e (e +p)U (e+p)V | (e +p)W |
0 [ 0 i 0 1
SCxTxx + EJ’TXJ’ + fZTXZ |nxTxx + nyTxy + NzTxz | szxx + ZyTxy + (szz
Ev = fxTyx + EyTyy + ngyz F,, = [nxryx + nyTyy + nzTyz‘ E,, = |(xTyx + (yTyy + ZzTyzl
$xTax T §yTzy + 8472z NxTzx T NyTzy T M2722 CxTox + 4Ty + (ZTZZJ
$xBrx +EyBy + 2B, NxBx + MyBy + 2P, 8eBx + $yBy + LB

ZIT, XEEEU,V,WIX
U=&u+Euv+éw, V=nu+n,v+n,w, W=~{4u+ v+ w
Ths.

2.2 ERAnOHELY Hi

LES f#HTICH T D ELFRAVICBEI 9 2 B0 $ Tl, AR KE WA 7 — L OELIIM A ERERHE L
INENWAT — L DELRIITE T WAL ZIT 9. LES BATIZR W THIIT TE 5 —F/N S WO R & S I3
HrZ W D B/ MEFIE L B L T\ 5728, ET MEZEAT D BRI A 7 — /113 Sub Grid Scale (SGS)
EMEEAVD . SGS £ T /UALIZIE Smagrinsky [33]i2 & 5 SGS BT /L& ke, Z4k72 SGS ET /LN R S
TV 5 [16]. F£72, SGS #ET V&b 3 ®mIKIEE Pade-Type Low-Pass Filter % Z & T SGS
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FEIR O ELFE I 2 §ofk S % Implicit LES T24£78 Vishal H[34] IZ L VRSN TWD. Z D TFHET SGS
ETER L7202 SGS T VARl T 2 72 DI ERFH a2 N EHIKCTE 2REE2RF > T\ 5.
F 7=, Implicit LES T¥EXREHK D SGS £ /L& 5 LES L ¥ DNS fEHTHE R LW FER ™GO D 2
DRI T S[35], [36]. LES FEATIZIS T 2 ELIRIEAL OB Y TNFIEIT K D FRbTis e~ 522130
EOWFFRICIB N THED H TR Y [16]-[18], AHMFFETIL Visbal 5[34] (2 X% Implicit LES Fi%4 A
5 EITT 5.

2.3 ZEMES

2.3.1 xHRE

SR IE O FEAMIZ 12 Compact Finite Difference Scheme %4 19" %. Lele |% Spectral-like fi#4 s %2>
Compact I o @& YOG FE HL 25557 A % — L & #242 L 72 [37]. Gaitonde, Visbal & 13 = O 5% dhfREIERIC
i L[31], [35], [38], BiAE LES, DNS 72 & D @ksEEMHTIZ I W CHRZEICE DL TV S, Kim SR T
FHID Compact B A F— AT 2TV, HURRZAE, DBEREZMA AT —AORBERE L
[39], [40]. AHFZEClE 6 UkSHE % £ Gaitonde H12 k5 2% — A[R8)& VS = LlcF 5. (AL, 7o
> IR GFAE O ERT DM — ADEE, T r v 7 BEREHICR T 2 BUIEARZEC L DREOFE
ZRE< T 6 WHEEE A FFD Kim HIC K2 AF—A[39] Z#HW 5.

Compact Finite Difference Scheme @ EXALIZ DWW TIX, £7 Fig.2.1 D L 9 72 NEOK TSz Ko 1
WITkT(1,2,3,...,i-2,i-1, 1, i+1, i+2,...,N-2, N-1, N) 2% 2 5.

Fig.2.1 Stencils for 1D Discretization [38]

ZOLE, NEAIZOWTIEHU T LS epibEmn e LTRED.

b
ﬂd);—z + ad)i’—l + ¢l’ + a¢1{+1 + B¢1{+2 = 2(¢i—3 - ¢i+3) + Z((;bi_z - ¢i+2) + g (¢i+1 - ¢i—1) (28)

7Pl =)WV IORTEOHHEEELZEL, ¢ 1T 1 FEHKTRICBITS ¢ 2EWRT S, £
¢ =0¢/0x|; DEIITENENOTRICBITO2MPHETHD. o f,abcl3fETHY, SEIHN
724235 % Table2-1 127”7,

Table2-1: Coefficients for Interior Scheme.

Stencil | Order of
a B a b c .
Size Accuracy
Gaitonde [38] 1/3 0 14/9 1/9 0 5 6
Kim [39] 0.408589269 0 1.568098212 | 0.271657107 | -0.022576781 7 6

INODBREITI 6 RKEEEZFD, a#0 THDHI-H 3TN AITI LR LENH 5.
5 % Stencil % £F-> Gaitonde 5 D A X — ADFE, A EE 1,2, N-1, N OER SIS D5 HEIC X
0 3ELAITINIER SN D, 7 4 Stencil ZFF> Kim 5D 2% — L4 D4, 1,2,3,N-2,N-1, N OER
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FIZBIT5EHEICEIY 3 BEXNATINIEREINS. o T, BERATIL 3 EXxHAITHZEmM I 255)]
DOESADPVE LD, BT EET 1IZOWTE,
b1+ a9, =ayp; +bidp, s +dids +eds + fids + 9107 (2.9)

L. ZZT aiy,aq, by, cq,dy, e1,f1.gl IR TH D, BT RESN GlOb‘T%ﬁ%GC,

anpy—1 + by = andy + bydy_1 + cnPy_2 + dyPy_s + enPy_s + fyPn-s + InPn-s (2.10)
BT R&E S 2 2oV,

z1P1 + Pz + Apap3 = Ay Py +bpy + 3 +dyps +eyPs + fodhs + gas (2.11)

LD B EES N-LIZOWTHIRERIZ

a1 Py-z + Py-1 + Auz Py

2.12)
=aydy +budy-1+ cuPn-2 + dubn_z + enuPn-s + fubn-s + gubn-6

LETS.
Kim & DO A% — A TIL 7 a4 Stencil 2MEF EIND720, A% S 3, N-2 [20WT BRSPS LB
ThbH. BrEEET3ITHONTIL,

a31P7 + P3 + azpy = azpy + b3, + 33 +dsds +esds + f306 + 93P, (2.13)

[FERIC, BT R3S N-2 122\ T,

A Pry-2 + Pz + APy

(2.14)
=a,py +b Py + Py, + APyt e Pyt [idn-s+ 9Pn-s

EEITD. ARICENTHO LB R L T{EZ Table2-22 ICE &0 5.

Table2-2: Boundary Schemes

Gaitonde [38] Kim [40]
Point 1, N 4"-order, Explicit 2"order, Implicit
Point 2, N-1 4"-order, Explicit 4"-order, Implicit
Point 3, N-2 6"-order, Implicit

2.3.2 HEMEIE

AHFGETIXFHE 2 A b OO 7= O OFAM I 1 2 WK E LS E VS, 2 BIEEH LS
FHWDGE, BRARICBT DRMEEOMRITFHESTREAREN G 52 6N EERHAT5 2 L1
D, Tay I EREMEOREI T DN — A TIIER ISR DR E O R A R RS D
W DT, Fifii TR Lz Kim 5[40] 12 X % 6 IEE Compact Finite Difference Scheme % f % .
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2.3.3 Filtering

Compact Finite Difference Scheme IXH 0250 MER SN D728, EEANET— R X 2B AL E DI
AT 5. €T, Filtering 1T K 2 & JEEE R OISR E Iib. Aﬁl@ﬁﬁfﬁfﬁﬁﬁ L 7= Pade-Type
High-Order Filter 13 1 RocRIEEIZK L TEL T OH(2.15)D X 9 IZFEE 5.

o o - a,
arpi1 +di Ay = Z 7(¢i+n + ¢in) (2.19)
n=0

1Pl o =) E VIR TFAOMEEELEL, ¢ 1T I BT RICBIZ 74 0E ) 7 ENTEY
HEzRT. Eloaga,,ay (T ap iICE BB THD. ABIFETIE 6 KKEE, 8 WIFED T 4 NV H %
5. ZOf%E% Table2-2 127~

Table2-2: Coefficients for Filtering Scheme [38]

Scheme agy a, a, as ay as
11 5 15 17 3 3 1
F6 i g e A s 0 0
16 8 32 16 16 8 32 16
F8 93 + 70(Xf 7+ 180(f -7+ 14(Xf 1 af -1 af 0
128 16 32 16 8 128 64

ZITapFABRANTA=ZTHY, ap =0THMART 4V F T2 D. 20D apl3—05 < ap < 0.5 27
TSRV ENT RO aAREVIEE T 4 W ZIFFIAEMT 5. ARIFFETIT ap = 045 EFRET 5.

2.4 H#Eﬁ?ﬁ

FERFE 121 ADI-SGS [efifiEZ VA Z &2 & - CTHERZ AR O IR & BT 4. Z OFEE FA N
5_&Tmm~1@%ﬁ%ﬁo_kﬂ1%é.kt , T a ey VRGN ORE R DN — R
T7 a7 ERFEMHC LD BUEAR L E % BT 572 3 BLfY TVD Runge-Kutta 5% 5.

2.4.1 ADI-SGS [&fRiE [41]
ADI-SGS (Alternative Direction Implicit Symmetric Gauss-Seidel) [2fi#7% 1% LU-ADI (Lower-Upper

Alternative Direction Implicit) [2f#74[42] L LU-SGS (Lower-Upper Symmetric Gauss-Seidel) [&fi%%[43]%

A LICREMEMETH D, KPEHEIIGRICH D & L, Q.7)DORMEHEZ BRI L 72 Euler 2 A %

il

0Q <aE aF ac)

ot \o¢ ¢ (2.16)

LD HEREIREMRE CIEQ2.16) DA n+l BB W CRME SN 5. BfETEZ 1 IRFSE Ay & LT
i‘%ﬁ—ﬁlﬁ >
oF aF G
AQ™ = —At (2.17)
e (af c)
LD ZZTHRIESRY MVOBIALEIT D . BIZIXE OBA
5 - aE\" _ _ - _
En+1 =FE" 4+ (ﬁ) (Q‘n+1 _ Qn) . +AnAQ‘n (218)
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DEITHIALEND. 12720, A IXEFMICBITHMEYa LT ATHTH D, 0, AN S [FEEEIC
Y3 ET UATHIB, € &V TRQANE KT L,k ICO 0 THEE MBS &,

<I+AtaA”+AtaB”+AtaC")A —At 6E+6F+65n 2.19
6{ an a{ Qij ik ( )

LERED. L, T RENATA, ABC IXHERY2ET ATHITHY,

A_aEB_aFC_aG (2.20)
S 9Q’ 9Q’ " aQ '

KQRANYDAENZ RHS & L, ZEIZHOWTIE ADI IR %A iR [42] 21T

d d ad
I+ At—An> (I + At—Bn> <I + At—Cn> AQ k= = RHS" Kk 2.21
(1+ae5 » W) 5 n n (2.21)

S5z, K(2.19)D AT T LDU (Lower Diagonal Upper) 3 fi#%47 9. FlZ1E A 2>\ TiE

9
(I+At§A") —L+D+U~[L+D]D'[D + U]

a . b gn+
L+D=1-"—A%, +At5L A

AE i,jk
it (2.22)
D=1+ 7 A —AYL)

At n+ f
D+U—I+EA k+At5 AUk

DESEHESND. 72121, LU ZZNLH Lower, Upper =174, D 13417514 %S 5. 6}, 6]
%R, AEZESHE T 2ENT S, B,C bR UOMEITH kﬁ(2.21)

At . At .
(1 AEA"k+At6§A?J+k>< +—(Al]k AY; )) (I+—A”+k+At5fA’fjk>

48
-4 — B}, + AtS¢B}} - B}) I+—B"+ + AtS] BY;,
AE ik eBijk B K Lk (1.23)
A n— n+ n— n+ f :n
1=z €% o T ALSLCT, 1+— e Ch I+ECl,k+At5 Cljx ) AQ7jk
= RHSY;,

Z ZTA*BE, CHIE LU-SGS IR &2l e Hvnd = J:’CIJ\T@JZO IETD.

At = %(A +0(A)), Bf= E(B toB)D, Ct=s (B +a(B)I) (2.24)
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2721, o(A),0(B),o(C) IFHHKY =T AT5] A,B,C Dix KEAETH Y,

o) = Ul +c |§F+&5 + &2

:

a(B) = V| +c [nz+ni+n2 (2.25)

:

o(©) =Wl+c |G+ +EZ

:

K221 DFEEE DL 2 Bef:(Forward Sweep, Backward Sweep) T{T9. & IOV T Forward
Sweep FHEIL i + 1 = iy TITDOAL,

(1+ Awgl)i‘j'kaéﬂ’*i,j’k = RHS};j + AtATY [ AQ™ (2.26)

AP RDDHZ LN TE S, & HFHITOWTO Backward Sweep 351 iy — 1 = ipin TIT DI,

(1+4toy),  AQ",, = (1+4taf) - Q" — ALATL, ;) AQ" (2.27)

AQR ZRWDDHZEMTEL. RABC Y, ICOWTEETIIE, AQ %KD ENTXS.
FEPETEIZ DWW I
0E, OF, ac,,) (2.29)

AQ =RHS —At<¥+—n+a—(

D LGl 5. 20 & EEKREATE 0(4),0(B), a(€) DRI THPEIEFTANZ K 5 Ul

HEABMENS.
) _HEHG D
aM)—HH+CJ§:E;:§+2W'VP‘__EEZ?__

/ N u@z +n5 +n7)
a(B) = V| +c [nz+n%+n2+2v,, v, =W (2.29)

nG+ G +8)
O'(C)=|W|+C Z£+Z§+€ZZ+2V§, VC:W

ZZETEHOBEUNA-TEY, FEFHREICBIT DRMBEELAMRIET S Z N TE V. LR
-7, Newton-Raphson WH#K1E[44]1% FIV 5 Z L2 X 0 RFIRE 2tk 35 Z & T& 5. K(2.28)
WZOWT, N AT v 7 e ntl AT v 7B OB 2 REEEN2EZE 2D L

30™*1 _ 49" + o1 oF oF 0G\ [(0E, oF, ac\|""
Q QU+ 0™ pe|(%E 9F 06 _(9Es  OFy | 0G, (2.30)
2 08 "o a¢ 0§ om0 ),

TITO NATy 7l ntl AT v IICNEAIKIEZIT Y £ 95, WEKERE micxtL,
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lim Q™ = Qn+! (2.31)

m—oo

272 %, QMY L, X(Q230)D#B AT S &

[I+§At<aA oB 86)_2 1 (aA,, aB,,+%)]m (@™ — Q™

5 "o tar) T3 Re\T Tan T
~ - - Y e o am (2.32)
_ 30" -4Q0"+Q" 2, 6_E+6_F+6_G 1 aEv+6Fv+6G,,
- 3 3 0§ " om 0¢) Re\ds = on  oC )|
=771,
4 0FE p_OF 96 _9E, _ _OF, . _0G, )33
“ae "Tae ‘Tag T PTae “YTae &%)
QM — QM >0 12T 5Z LTk, Wl 2 RKENHERTES.
2.4.2 3 B¥f& TVD Runge-Kutta ¥ [45]
3K FF OB A — LT D 3B L5 7 v ZIEILIF O 3 BT Sh 5.
QW = Q" + AtR(Q™)
Q(Z) = ZQ” + %Q(l) + AtR(Q(l))
. , (2.34)
QM = §Qn +§Q(2) +AtR(Q(2))
7721, R(Q)IE
rioy — _|(PE  OF 0G\ (0F, oF, 0G, (235
@=-\az*am*ar) ot *an "o |

Thb.
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2.5 TOv EREH

~NTFTay I EEETERWDSSGS, RIET Ry JHICB T AT — 2 O%FELFIEE LT T 1
v TERGMNNRMETH D, Fig.22 DX I ITETDRREEBIZERONAIE IO TIEIEE v v
(BT DR UM T ROfEEZ O EHERSLME LCTHER (Overlap 15) 75, AFETIX7 v v 7T
6 M A EHD.

Block1 Block 2

Fig. 2.2 Block Interface Condition (Overlapping)

BIND L O R EHER TR T D084, Fig2l3 IRTEIIC7m vy 7ERICBWTHKRFDL
A BZET DA END. ZOHERTIIHRFLZERCENRL T ENEL <, WY 5 LB /B
ThD. ARWFETIIIRNTr— A Lo THIBWNIRZ -V T2 EE 115 (Overset 1£) [46] 6 K O—fikqk
Ktk A > &% 7 = — A5 (Generalized Characteristic Interface Condition, GCIC) [47] ZH\%.

v'r”i o
/4 ’I’”I’ 7/

y 7/

Fig. 2.3 Block Interfaces in the Cascade Grids
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251 EAWTIE (Overset 1)

3
Block1 Block2
X3
2
0 J."
1
Fig. 2.4 Block Interface Condition (Oversetting) Fig. 2.5 Linear Interpolation for Tetrahedron

Fig. 24 IZ R T L2027y ZBERICBW TR FDAERICEZR O RWE ) REEK 2525, 20
LE, BT oy 7 NOEEBERMEL LT 272D NRLEEZ VWS, Fig. 25 O X 5 7Bk
Tyl OTRTCHEHENTODMEERONEFHRPIZONWTEXDL. ZDOLET Mg i,

Xp = Sx; + tx; + uxs (2.36)
ERED. AP RNUHEEERKLT 5 4 ROWHICFET D & &,
0<s, 0<t 0<u, s+t+uc<l (2.37)
DFEMNHT-IND. BET ey 70 4 SOMAEDLEEEZ N OGUEOHEEITZE, AP &2
DT 4 HERFET DI ENARETHY, s, t, u DIREESND. ZOL X, AP ORGFEQy Xk
71y DE Qo Q1, Q2 Qs D,

Qpr=(1-s5s—-t—u)Qy+5sQ; +tQ, +uQs (2.38)

LRODHZENTED.
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25.2 —RALIEMEAS v # 7 = — A& (GCIC)

FEPEA 2 7 = — AT Kim 5[48] I2 LV BRI, Sumi HATIC K V& A N U 7 A0 FmE
EEE LML ST, FEA v ¥ T = — AGFITERE R TH 5 Navier-Stokes RN B AL R
Lo T LRIEAD T —ECTHLFNREOT — X WA 1T9 2 LIC K-> THRAEICH T 2WEH, &K
FHNIE LWT — 2 R FLETH S, N(Q2.1)DO—fEEERIZIIT 5 Navier-Stokes 7 FEAUIREMEIE S, &
L7zt &ZLUTOLIICETD.

9Q OE oF 3G

2.
+af+ +a( S, (2.39)
7eiZL, RORINEHIILLTDOL T D.
5=% E=EXE+€3],F+€ZG’ anxE+n7F+nzG' E=QE+§3}F+(ZG

Q = [p, pu, pv, pw, e]”
V=I[puv,wel”
= [pu, pu® + p, pvu, pwu, (e + p)u]”
= [pv, puv, pv? + p, pwv, (e + p)v]”
G = [pw, puw, pvw, pw? + p, (e + p)w]”

S, BHHEHTH Y, e ZMpEAT IV —(e = L +3plul?), I EEHY = ET VEEKT S,

T P=22 §=20 LY A ET AR ERT 5. PIMRFR L FIERMOY = T AT

av’

(Y

-
—

W, SITEFEREFER L Y a7 ATHIEEWT 5. 72720, Rtk B A WX
T
8W = (8p - 8—p ,6W, 8V, Rl + 60, o _ 5U> (2.40)
pc pc

ThHY, FAXEIVENC L > TESMLEN-&EE®T 5. 60,6V, 6WixEnZih

8T = &.6u+§&,6v+ &,6w
8V = —&.6v+&,6u (2.41)
SW =&,.6w—E,6u

EERT .
YT AT P, S BLOZNEOMATHIPL, ST

o ©
oV OO
o O O
oS O oo

0 p

]
! (2.42)
/2 pu pv pw 1/(V—1)J

[
p-|
|
|
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1
—u/p
Pl= —v/p

—w/p

0

1/p

0
0

0
0

1/p
0

[& & & pl2c
0 _é:z gy gx/z
S= gz 0 _Sfx gy/z
| - ~y Sfx 0 SEZ/Z
Lo 0o 0 pcs2
[éx 0 éz _gy
& & 0 &
s1= éz 0 _gx 0
lo gx "fy gz
0 _gx _éy _EZ
ThbH, b EH->TH(2.39),
a—Q +PSL+D=0
at

0
0
0

1/p
ly -Dluz/2 A-vu A-yw A-pw v

p/2c

_Sfx/z
_‘?y/2

_gz/zl

pc/2

_é‘x/c2

_é‘y/c2

_éz/c2
1/pc
1/pc

A
—+L+S'P7ID=0

at

DEINC2HOORNTEEINRADLIENTE S, ZZL, LDIZ

I,—AAaVV
=AM

I ()
-5 - o

o[22 [i2

an  d¢

Ex 0 (&
5)+r(

%)
+F6§<]

A=[U,UUU+CU-C]

U=&u+&u+éw

C = c\[%;:jgé_;i;;

)+e

1

|

d
0%

| ©o o oo

1l

(2.43)

(2.44)

(2.45)

(2.46)

(2.47)

(2.48)

(2.49)
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Th 5. LITFMEREIRE~Z ML, AIXEAESZ MLy, DIZAERSNZ ML Thb.

X(2.46), (2.47) 1ZXQEI3NDEHMEATH Y, X(2.46) ITMRGFE, X(2.47) I1THEEICET 5 K
ERLTHD. X(241) TEREREFELUTHY, FEEE LOE=r et —, BE, FEL2E
LR L, ZFALEHE D IEEOREE 2 Er o, R (2.46), (2.47) 1X & HEIZOWTOREN L THY, n,¢ HHI
ONTHFERRICEL 2N TX S,

ZZTFig2.6 DX RGN TA2EZD.

Interface
Conditions

| ERNARERRR AR

A

Fig.2.6 A Single Grid with Abrupt Slope Change (upper), two Grid with Interface Conditions (lower) [47]

Fig.2.6 O LEDOKFIE 1 DD+ TH 5 )E = constant % LA DN BN D, WiE->T
& = constant [ CIX[F UAS T RICEBWTH A MY 7 2O EAMIREDE 5 72 DR REMEN B ET 5.
ZITIOE) e RMEMEE AT 5720, TOXI7 2 20T ry 7T T208L, 205
HIZOWTHB R BERFM D052 T E2EZ2 5. £713X(246) L0,

u da
((2)_?) - (E:T?) o PUSUL¥ 4 D* = pdgdLd 4 pd (2.50)

DEICELZENTED., Z2C, BT u dizznthn7 ey 7 BEREICET S EFiE s PRl
ZEMRT 5. [H UK IR 2R FEO AR — T2 O TcXQEL0)ITHIATH 5. iz, X(2.47)
£,

u d
@g)=G¥>Hw+6”4@”ﬂﬂ=ﬂ+@WWWfbd (2.51)

DEITETD.

W IR A R LCH Y, B o 4 7 = — A S Ul 35\ TR s L O R O RERA 25

DIATHIRA L2\ L2002 LI B LT B 2 3(2.50), (251) 35S v & 7 = — 2 5ehf

DORARERZATHSD. —F, X@250), 5VITRICLAD XL ICR 22728, X@250)1FKQ2.52) D&KM%

729 & & DA (2.50) & E iU 72 5
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Pt =p¢, Ss*=gd (2.52)

THNPITF DERICFIEER DA E L TWATH, PE=PIL S &3 7 m v 7 BEREICBWNT
B —fHEIC L 0 RSy S BRI AT b= &n 5, Lo L, 18 SITIEg b SN/ A F U 7 R
HE)EEG A TWNDTIZD,

VB =VE,  VE=VE/IVEl = (§.6,) (2.53)

BT RETHD. ZOBRIL, & EHICH L CVERERY M EEWT 57 RV E LR
MHHEBRZ LIRS, DFEDA U HF T = —AEIH LCVEY, VE (IR E A2 bt &2 oD ¢, EYE
END LV =VEEETD. LaL, BELEHREEEN SN ORERES T
VE = VL H 15720, 7a vy 78ERGEBMERSNIHET v v 7 BOEEOFRIEEER O
MAGHEIIH LT, S¥=84 BUTLLRT D L5272, Thbh, X(246)1F

aQ\" o\t . AWNY aWy? 254
Ge) =(5)» w=v& = (5) =(5) (254
EWVWIHEMET TR SIS &IT/ b,

Bt A v H 7 2— AR TIEA VX 7 2 — AEICEER TN 28RO REE LY, 1
BT 2= ANEHTITSFHEEE A>T 2RHENIE D, - T, MIHEIIIEFICEE R T
A—=HTHY, A HF 72— AEITEELIRERSU & FHEZEM O FECDO BRI

U < C (subsonic)
U > C (supersonic)

LRED. K(250)IZBWT, Kl OB A DInFEHE 2 KT EAE~2 VA= [U,U,U,U+C,U -
C1") NHFHOLE, FtEIEHRIE X2 NV LOGIEEHES U, U, U, U + CIZFIY T 5 4 DORMER K
DI EFRDS FIIABIESND. U — CITEY T DRI T D B EESN D, 2 2Tk
FARN) I ADMEEEZDE Fig2TDE D47 —ADT — X ZHIFNIRESIND.

Fig. 2.7 O BRANIFHERBIRERR 7T OBEM Oy TH D, ARANIRMOK 2R L TWD. BEMO
HEDIZOWTIEHER D7 7y 7 DIFROKIZ LV EHTE L0, REDOHDIZHOWTIE#E T2 v 7
MCTOMBEERAICEVIRELRTIE bR, 22T, RQR44)IFP=P*=PIL L HFR LY,

(su)—l[ded + P—I(Dd _ Du) ]
(2.55)
14 = (s¢) " [sL* + P~1(D* — DY)

EETDH. Fig7 LV, WITROLEAIZEBWTHZNEIL 5 DORMRY MVERICK LT, A
BEENANS 7 MAVBERNTFEL TND Z ENnnDd. E-T, REE)IIFMEEROFERICEEZNZHZ
LINTED.
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Uu|D U|D
1w — | > 1UY) 1w — | —> U
15" — > Y H! — (—>  Hw
H) — | > Y HO) — | > Y

PHUCY) vy | ———2> 14U+ %) B C) < | —iy¢c
BUr-c* <G| - wi-ch  Bwr-c" N = 1Hwi-c%

{4 — ﬁ U“' e ﬁ — Ud
Block U Interface Block D Block U Interface Block D
(a) 0< U +C,0<U%+C (b) —C<U"{O,—C{U“‘<0
&" > € i &' y &
U|D U|D
1" — > U ) — | > W
IHUS) _— —> U7 TH ()] -—) | —>  AU%
L1 (ias] -_—) | —> YUY 1w -_—) | —> 99

HIUY+CY) vy | - 7 (17 + 4 B+ ey <l—— | —>1dwie?
Bw-c® <O | > Hw-cYH B -cY - | <= 1w-c%

i ﬁ ﬁ e e ﬁ — &

Block U Interface Block D Block U Interface Block D
(€) 0<U"<+C,-C<U%0 (d) -C<U"<0,0<U%+C

Fig. 2.7 Relations between Computational Coordinate Arrangement and Directions of Characteristic Waves [47]

HEADOMBALDT=DIZLLTFDOA MY 7 2% EHERTD.

MU = (su)—lsd
(2.56)
Md — (Sd)—lsu
NY = (Su)—lp—l(Dd _ D“)
) (2.57)
N¢ = (s?) "P~1(D" - DY)
K.(2.56), (2.57) & b &(2.55)i.
L* = M"L? + N*
(2.58)

LY = MIL* + N¢
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K(2.58) 1348 10 B ORERICEET 2 HRAE 2D, RO bLvE X, BENORT ML E Y, B A
hU 2 A% MMy, ERNZ FLEN ET5 L,

X =MX+MY+N (2.59)

EFRED. NZ PAVXYN, AFUTAM, My T Fig27 D47 =R BN TERZNLLFO X S I0E
5.

(a) 0<U*<+C, 0< U< +C

X = [, 187,187, 14, 157"
Y= [0, 0, 0 )T

— [hd pd d ,d L ulT
N = [n{,n3,ng, ng, ng]

[ 0 0 0 0 mis
0 0 0 0 mi
M,=| 0 0 0 0 mg (2.60)
0 0 0 0 mé '
mg; Mz Mzz Mg, 0
my;, mf, ms mf, 0
mz1 My, m§l3 mz, 0
M, =|m3, mg, mg; mg, O
m§; m§; mi; mi, 0
0 0 0 0 mi
(b) —-C<U*<0, -C<U%<0
X = [lf*, ld*, lg*, ld*, l}f*]T
Y =[085, 1 11"
N = [n{,ng,ng,ng, nf]"
[ 0 0 0 0 mé%]
0 0 0 0 md,
M,=| 0 0 0 0 mé (2.61)
0 0 0 0 mé,
my; My, Myz mys 0
my;, mf, ms mfs 0]
mg, mg, m3; mys O
My =im§;, m§, mi; mis 0
mg mg md; mds 0
0 0 0 0 mly,
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(c) 0<U*<+C, —-C<U%<0

— [lf*,ld* ld* ld* lu*]T
= [l%v12v13:14:l4]T

= [n¢,ng,nd, ng, n¥]"

[ 0 0 0 0 mf
0 0 0 0 mY
M;,=| 0 0 0 0 g
x s (2.62)
0 0 0 0 mi
mg; Mg Mgz Mg 0
my; My mfz My 0]
mz; My m‘213 m‘214 0
M, = m$; m$, m§; m§, O
msy m(siz m§3 ms, O
| 0 0 0 0 mg,l
(d) —-C<U*<0, 0<Ul<+C
= [, 18,18 18, 11"
= [, 18,18, 12, 1417
= [n{,ng,ng, nd, n}]"
[0 0 0 0 mf,]
0 0 0 0 mé,
M,=|0 0 0 0 d
x s (2.63)
0 0 0 0 mg,
my; My Miz My, 0
m‘111 m‘fz mf3 mfs 0]
mz; My m§l3 mgs 0
M, = m$; m§, m§; mis 0
My, mffz mffs mZS 0
0 0 0 0 mi
K(2.59)D X (BT T8I I =My | #0 TH D120, LFOXHICEEHT LN TES.
X=>0- MX)_l(MyY +N) (2.64)

K(258) LV, Fig. 2.7 D 4 r—RAZBIF 57 bb, 1781 HOTREORY "L XIZOWTLLF
DEITELDDHZENTED.
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(a) 0<U*<+C, 0< U< +C
l1 : [d + m15m51 m{smg, m{smes misme, mtliS]
] 1 m25m51 d + mgsmy, mgsmis mgsmi, mgs
ld*l d mgsme, mgsme, d +mgsmi, mgsme, mgs
|l4*| | mésmy mgsmi, mgsmis d +mésmy, mis|
llu*J l mg, me, mg, meg, 1 J
(2.65)
[m‘ﬁ m{, mf; mf, 0 N [n‘f
|mg1 mgz mgs m§4 0 | 2 |n2
X mgl m‘312 m‘313 mgzl 0 |||+ n‘si
mg1 mgz m§3 mff4 0 || ng
lo o o o mellgl [
d=1- miismm mgsmsz M3sMg3 — MysMy,
(b) —-C<U*<, —-C<U%<0
[11] d +mfymi, m{,my, m{,mi; m‘ﬂm%s mﬂ]
lltzi* I mgz;m}ﬁ d+ m‘214m}fz mg4m3f3 mgztm}fs m§4
lg* = d mgz;m}ﬁ mgz;m}fz d+ mg4m23 mgztm}fs m§4
lg* m?mi‘l mgz;m}fz mgzthz d+ mgz;m}fs m§4
el by mi mi mis 1
(2.66)
[m% m{, m miis 0 ] h [n‘f 1
mg, mg, m§3 mgs 0 2 In l
X||m§ m§, mg; mgs 0 5|+ ng
mg mg, mé mi; 0 L5 ng
lo o o o mylliel [
d=1- mf4m41 Mmy4Myy m§4m43 mg,mys
(c) 0< U< +C, —-C<U%<0
[11] d +mismy, m{smy, mgsmy; m{smis mfs]
g 1| mgsme; d +mgsmg, mgsme; mgsmes mgs |
13| = 4 mgsmé; mgsmi, d +mgsmy; mgsmis mgs
g mésmé; mgsmi, mgsmi; d +mismés més
L] mt mt, m, mbs 1 (2.67)
miyi mfz mf3 mf4 0 ] [y n‘f
mg1 mgz m§3 m§4 0 lu] ng
X Imgl mgz m§3 m§4 “ l3 I + |"3 |
mé; mg, mg; mi, 0 Il‘lf | [ngJ
lo o o o mylliel [n
d= m{smy; — mismy, — m§smés — msmis
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(d) —-C<U*<0, 0< U< +C
[lf 1 d +m{,m}; m{,mi, mi,mi; mfymy, mf,
|l‘21* I m‘214m}fl d+ m‘214m2‘2 mg4mf}‘3 m‘214m3‘4 mg4
1§ 1= = mgmiy mg,my, d + m§,mis mg,my, mé,
lff* I mgztm}fl mfﬁm}fz mff4m2‘3 d+ mgﬂ"h mhl
e l my, my, mys mi, 1
(2.68)
/[mu mf, miz mfs 0 "lq n{ \
| |m21 mg, mé; mys 0 | 5 ng |
u
x| m§; md, mds mgs 0 |5 +|ng| [
g & mi o ||E] |ng]
My My Myz Myg dJ ny
o o o o mludl lul
d =1—mi,my; —mymi, mg4m43 - mff4m44
ERoF =25 I, HHEsNZ7 bV L ZAVTHQR46) T TO L Y ICEIT S,
oE\" 1 d (%, 0 (zy) d [,
— ] =—=PSL" + E—<—>+F— = +G—(—)
(az) J [ og\] a5\ ] 05\ ] (2.69)
LIC X0 B SR P& (Z—S) Z v C, 3X(2.39) Navier-Stokes =i, € H\IZoOW T,
aQ“*_gu oE “*+ aF“+ aG\"
at) 7V \ot o aC
@ (2.64)

0Q\" _ o, _(9B\" (0F\"  (0G\’
&) -5-&) &) &

LY, RS ZIT) ZEICK VRO Z A DAT v FICBIT 2EREHTOREENPHETE D, &

®IZ, FUREEIZ OV TR ELZ 2 < 720 DR 2179 .

2.6 AR&EN

AT BT ADEERSEME L L TARENLZ N7 5554, Random Flow Generation Technique %
WD, ZOFET Kraichnan S4B RE L7z 7 — U =& — RIS OL S MELR AR T %% Smirmov
HE0INHE L, FEEHHELIRIZ OV T HWMZ D L HIZ Lz, ARBFFETIL Smimov ©H O FIEITERI A
% Z & CREFE AL L 7= Batten 5 [51]0 FiE% W 5. FEE HHEELIRIC U 2l A B O FRB 7

VYR IR

LFEED. Ry 7Y WIZEBEIT % Cholesky Decomposition 7 2 b a;; i

(2.65)



%2 BB Tk 26

u'z 0 0

2

- = — v'u'

v'u' [N u'? v’ — 0
u'?

oz (2.66)
W/\/ﬁ < - v u)

EETD. qiFAT =V 7TV THY, Kraichnan 549112 X 2 % 5 MEELIE IS IR S A JR % 5 1
WCEHT HZ ENTE D, AFRETIIADENE LTHINT 2ELGME2 S5 EERELTREY, Z0

5o
(Tu;)ixj =0 (2.67)
Thd. ERSNIELEESIT,
L
u(x,t) = aki\/;Z[p? cos(d}'%; + w"t) + q'sin(d]'%; + w™D)] (2.68)
n=1
=L,
R 2mx; 2wt in n
X = , U= r Y dj n’ V=
3uudrdy (2.69)
c" = #, = Eijkn;ldlr(l; qi' = Eijksz}ld;:
2d}dy,

nhEM = N(0,1), w"=N(11), d* = N(0,0.5)

ZZTN(p,WITFEY ¢, FEERZEY ZFFOMFREHTHD. LriFEitiRoRS A r—, KA 7
'—/I/;Ef%?%b, eijk Li

-1 ((,j,k) =(1,32),(3,2,1),(2,13) (2.70)
0 (otherwise)

1 (G kk)=(,23),(231),3,12)
€ijk =

THD. n FELRARZ P OF— FEAZERL, &KIEN =100 ([ZRE L HA LT RV F—20E
LSETMESNTND Z LB STV D[49]. AMFFETIIN =200& L THRETD.
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2.7 BINDFHFRICEHT HERAE

AN 1T DBEIRHTHERICIBNT, A0, OISR T D77 R(Q) D - 4 351 0 1) i
(Profile Loss, =\ 4 e)l2BI9 D RHHE 2179 .
WAV EERIZ BT D 2JEH K % 9 Profile Loss 13 A 1 2JE Pty, 38 X OV A AJE Pty 205,

. Ptin - Ptout
Profile Loss = — (2.71)

5pU&

LEMEINS.
HRMAfG ¢ 13 Fig. 2. 8 IO T X 2 TN DA a LiEHMA o' L1,

f—a—d (2.72)

LEREIND.

Air Outlet Angle

!

(04

Air Inlet Angle

Fig. 2.8 Definition of Air Inlet Angle and Air Outlet Angle

72720, A0, HAOORFEEQ)IZEIT 5 FEICIE Prasad 5[52]I28 5 Mixed-Out 342 5.

2.8 AL
AW CIE/ — FINOWEFULIZI T OpenMP %,/ — RIEFULIZI T MPI AT 5.
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FIFE RIKERNZOFE

AETIL LES AT T DFENT /R T A — 2 DB L~ 5 EEFE & LT, ARWFIEIC I TREHT
G & F D KRB HIBER 235 £ 4L D RIS DFFEUZ OV TN S . BARIYIZIL LES T #E R0 b5
DAL D BERFEALY DRAM, PN OFHE, it BO RN S, LES T OMGE, KBRT—% L0
FEIZ Wi 5.

31 MRTAREEITHRF

3.1.1 fRHTRIER

AT 5 & 32 BENIL British C.4 5D 1OC4/25C50 EAREY LT 5. ZOREINTHWTIE Andrew
H[E3NC L 0 IR Tk v, BIIOMREIZEE T 5 KBS RBFET 5. TG 0ESICE 3
% HARHY 22 122\ T Figure. 3.1 38 KO8 Table 3.1 (27”7

Table 3.1 Parameters for 10C4/25C50 Blade Profile

Pitch/C 6(Camber angle) | {(Stagger Angle)
0.75 50° 42.5°

Yyond

Fig. 3.1 Details about 10C4/25C50 Linear Cascade Profile
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3.1.2 fENTREF
FEATIZ W D FENTAS % Fig.3.2 IZ- 3. MENTHRIBULE AR, %&220 A0, 0 E ToOEREX 0.5C

ELTWD. AR ST AR Z2 R L L ERR 3 51 L2 7‘6 LES FENTIZ BE T~ 51 £ OWFFEIZ I\ T 0.1C 2
5 0.2C T3 Tféﬂ@/\ét&bw] [9], [29], %k DIRMT /77— AT HOWTHEAE ZAT 9 AWFFE TILEH R AN
ZEEET 572012 0.1C L RET 5. 0.1C O R/ J7 [ AT 22 MR 13 5 0 1 5L L0 25 BE 5 EL TR
G T D7 O RE ThH 205, KREBHBER O FET 2INGIZB W TUIAR TS RETH D
Vka j’ou\fxz\/ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁ SR DB LTI DB, 0.1C DOAR+47 72 fRATZE R A3 FBUAR ] BT
RAET RO Tilam 9 2.

ﬁﬂﬂﬁé% iitﬁﬂ?r%@f:bb%%t@?r%fﬂ v 70253 E Lfb\é.ﬁ’v.%“\?r’%fm > N;ﬁui 756 EHTH Y,
TR R 2974 TR THDH. HEHADIC WK%, LIS ORERIC RS2 Bl LT
5. O BT JE Sy, HBEHEE ST, X/\/ﬁﬁ%%h%hfn{&Téké“ &7 1R D ¥ 1R
AEY, At AT IXENEILAET <20, Anban <1, AT <15 L LCW5. F£72, HEUE D x,y,z HAIC
B DR TMREIE Ax™, Ayt AzTIXENE Axt < 30, Ayt <30, Azt <15 LEREL TS, 72771,

L]

WA
|| |

.\,
L

(I
[

o L

o.L
Y le—m2 s
X

Leading
Edge Trailing

Edge

Fig. 3.2 Calculation Grid for 10C4/25C50
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A =1 ORTFIEIEK 125 X 107 CITIAY T DR S Th 5. i TAREEIT Georgiadis & [54] 23T
L7z LES fi#HF 0> 72\ Y 20 b6 F- AR (50 < Axt < 150, Ayjhay < 1, 15 < Az < 40) 35 KO8 Kawai
5[55] 4377 L 7= wall-resolved LES ARATF 1350 CHRLIGERS A 43Rl © & 2 b ARG HEME(Ax* < 36,
Aypou < 1, Az < 15) %72 LT 5.

3.2 fBfrA*E

3.2.1 fEMTSRME

AR~y BT 024, Ba— FEQOEHEL A /L AT 188 x 105 REL TV, BHTICHNWS
BRSNS A Fig. 3.3 17T, AOBERTIIAE, 2%E, Af2EEL, HOBERTIIHEL
BELTWD., KENGESGRE L TWDHI, ()i 70.25deg ERELTCWA. §HHE 7o v
JRNCB T D7 vy Z7ERSEMEE LT, KB12ENRD I ENFTHETH 2 I Tldks 12 FE4 % Overlap
EEMERL, A EZRDRVWGEE CiX Overset 152 L, EITHIENBIEA N THNIFEL TV 5.

KHATH O FEHL 121X Gaitonde ©[38]iC & 5 6 UAEE Compact Scheme A L, FhMEEOBEHLIZIX
2 RN Ly WD . BUEARZLE & [BllES 5 72 912 8 IEEE D Compact Filter VY, 7 4 /L4 —
H ¥y = 045 LFET 5. WFEIF L ADI-SGS [2fifiL[41] 2 L, K CFL $3BEm ALt
ITEEREIIC B W T 098 LU FEREL TWD. Z D7 —F %% Choi H[12)1C & A ELikEE R g g ok
%) 7 CFL 3D HEHE(CFLS 1) & 0ii7= L T\ 5. AHELAVIEAIIN L TZeu,

Periodic
Outlet
Ji]|
i = Fixed

Fixed Static Pressure

Total Pressure

Total Density = A==

Air Inlet Angle S Block Interfaces

(70.25(leg) Overlap Method (6 Points)
' " Periodic Overset Method (Linear Interpolation)
. Inlet A

Fig. 3.3 Schematic of Calculation Conditions

3.2.2 IHHRE

ARG I TR & § 2 BIN KA CILEEZIT D O KB RIBER S RN E L, it
NI REREHNRBRND. WENORHRDEHTNT A —Z OB ONT, FEFEORHEISIZE
BHRELE NT A—F OB L DENE XBIT D 720121 LES ST iE B O BERNE R R RIS 5 5
FHEORENSIZONWTiEm T D UEND D, KL TIE, RO 7r—RAZBIT D37 A MY v
JABT 4 FATT DI ORI RN LI L SHL, AT ORI 2 # IR ET A NERH 5.
L7eh o T, BT — 2B W TIHCHE 2TV, RE S AU AT IR R O FE PR 12 35\ T 4 B
BL, OGRS 2RO RN SITOWTERT 5.

LES fi#bfrfit Bz 17 2 S o0 S H5# % 35 blade flow through time (tU.,/C = 35) &3 5. Z DYt
REfE I3 D 351 LES f#ATIC B3 2 0F4E[9], [291N2 31T 5 IR L U HhiRi R\ R Cd 5 . REfH
W R B A2 ST DA, FHROINACHIEZIT O LERH L. —MKIZ, BEY D LES Tici T 5
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WCHCHI B IS ITE R E 2 5 FHE T E DG NRECTUMRBRORHIBIREZ BT 5 Z L1830, LK
MRV THE H 3 2 JiALS CIER % B b 34T 2 BRI 7o FIEE b I EIC B BT 2 LER &
L. LIS TARBFZE CIIHCHEICHRVIG2RICE T 2 2RO/ RZ WS, ERESIIZK T
2 WAV DA EE KL Profile Loss & 6 5041, #Eifi LOBEEL JORIRIC K 2 EAWE, BEHH%
BT HREREOBRMERTMETHS.

Fig. 3.4 IZ [T I K 5 Profile Loss FHR#E R DOJEIEZ7~3. #iiho> D1 75 D27 OFHJREH 1T 4T
35 blade flow through time T& ¥, Table 3.2 IZ/R 3 K 5 IR R L T < Z L IC K - TR &
TO#HALBENL TV, FlxiE DL 13 tU,/C=075 tU,/C =35 £ T&,A->TW5. DI X
tUy/C = 4.375 15 tU, /C = 39.375 D L 72> TH Y, D1 LY 4.375 blade flow through time #%i#
L 721 @ 35 blade flow through time DX Z G L TS, 72721, FHRH DR tU,/C = 0 1%,
LES f##7 @ Impulsive Start 7> & 20 blade flow through time 23%%i& L 721 DFF S 2 E %1 5.

D1 7% D8 ¥ T Profile Loss D FHHLAE RITABHN R ZE BN TI Y, ZAUTEZFEDBIR L T
WRWZ A BT S, D9 25 D27 £ T Profile Loss D FFFEfEH Tl D10 (0.1877), D22 (0.1878) (2
B THe/) Profile Loss D% A3, D15 (0.1926), D26 (0.1926) {233V TH K Profile Loss D& R0 541
TUW5%. Profile Loss ® /MBI & O KB EEELIL D D22, D26 D13 D10, D15 OfER & —F L
TW5. £72, R/MENBN D EHIT tU,/C = 525, B KRKENHENDEAIL U, /C = 48125 TH Y,
ITVME L 72> TS 728, Profile Loss DJEEITHEF I TH VD, MHTRERDIEEFREIZES>TVD
ZLENHRTED. 2D L X, Profile Loss DR RO ZEALERD R & 72 2 #HIZ D22 725 D26 DfH

0.2
| ‘§§ N ) ‘ <4
< § YYNNANNY SRR N
N
T AN NNNNNNNNNNND

D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7 D8 D9 D10 D11 D12 D13 D14 D15 D16 D17 D18 D19 D20 D21 D22 D23 D24 D25 D26 D

N
~

Fig. 3.4 Profile Loss Calculation Results with Time Development (Between D1 and D27)

Table 3.2  Averaging Time Periods from D1 to D27

D1 D2 D15 D18 D22 D26 D27

Averaging 4.375- 61.25- 74.375- 91.875- 109.375- | 113.75-

Flow through | 0-35
time(tU..,/C) 39.375 96.25 109.375 126.875 144375 | 148.75

0 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T

T T T T T T T T
Mass Flow Rate Convergence —=—

///‘\/J——A\/kx‘___ﬂ_ e v__*___# ———— . /

D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7 D8 D9 D10 D11 D12 D13 D14 D15 D16 D17 D18 D19 D20 D21 D22 D23 D24 D25 D26 D2

Fig. 3.5 Mass Flow Rate Convergence with Time Development (Between D1 and D27)
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THY, TOHEPIL tU,/C = 91.875 5 tU,/C = 143.375 @ 52.5 blade flow through time T& 5. £7=,
D9 7> 5 D27 ORI I 1T 5 Profile Loss D & KBRS X O/IME L D15 & D22 [IZBWTENENIHNTE
V), D15 TO K Profile Loss #if 5 & D22 TD /> Profile Loss fi5 513 4% LI FOBEENTFEL TV D.
L72M -~ T, 52.5blade flow through time @ f#AT I OFELFHIZ I3\ T 35 blade flow through time 37>
L7z & & Profile Loss DZEB DN 4% LINIZINE > TWD Z & HINHHIEDREREL L TREL,
WRENZB T MO r —AIZB N THRI L #EHAT 5.

FEHTRE R DOPCR ORI IZA D, HOIZBIT 2IEDBRENG biERTHZ LN TES. Fig. 3512
FHRBEIR IR D A0, H DR O ZO R JEEE 2 3. Mo D1 A6 D27 1 Fig. 3.4 3 X O Table 3.2
R CEEMERZBW%wT 5. Ad, HOMEOEIIFIZI0 DA —F—Th v, FEERITNKL T
Wh LB E LS.

* 72, &K Profile Loss D#EE23E 50T 5 D15 & &/ Profile Loss DR E SN TV 5 D22 D
A% b5 Z 12 X - T 35 blade flow through time &\ 9 SEHEERIC T 2 iALEE O S 0
GLIRE A BORFHFRZICOWTHEMRT D 2 &N TE 5. D15 & D22 OHFHfETH 5 D18 b & b -7kl
7o 3.3.2 Hi T .

3.3 MBITHRLER

3.3.1 BERRfiiN G

A CTIIARNT R G & 3 2 BAIHEIR NS ISR DR OB EE AV, RGO TICoOVTHE
5. Fig. 3.6 (CH#E LA OB 2~ 3. 71w NRER tL, t2, t3 1% 0.427 blade flow-through
time (tU,/C) D% IR Td %. 3 Suction Side RTFFITEFIC I\ TRl FIZREm SLITH 8 3 %5 L T
DT NWEERTE 5. ZOBmALMEREIL 30% 2 — FAEIZBWTEm HRN N, FIEEE AW =
IR L PN AL T <. GBI FICHB VLTI, 3 Suction Side D23 L 7= 4L & Pressure Side
DOFEALO T AW S KIRREFI B 2 TRk (1) 32, KREFIEERIIRR oORGE & & bIcH Dl iih
TATE (12, 13), #1 LW RBULHBER A BmE B HICER S5 (13). GO LD 7291 Q %
FHN 7= S 1 (1so-surface) |2 B (A fh i) U 7= e B R (1, 12, t3) % Fig. 3.7 (2" 7. Q it o alfifL
DI OIHERELT > VY IVERT 5 HETH Y (Hunt [56]), ALQRH, Ba— FEMNSERTT(LENT-
Q EAVD. Fig. 3.7 ITEEMELBER, FIBEWAWE, KEBUBCHIBER O SR B W) Tl & 2 8 T
&% Q" =500DFEE AR L TCWD. BERGLIREE RS RI2350, FIEES A WE % T 5 8k 7° Fig. 3.6
DFRFEICHR TE D, Eiz, %GTHEORBIBHIBER A S v, KRFFHEI D IZEHE L TV 2 ERFF
F OB AWTE S KR BRI R S A TN TV DT L ER TE 5.

RBUSHFERIIH RIS SN TEY, OB MIEREFERIZ 2 > TW SO HAICE T 58
JEORERBIE D & KB R B O JF M 2 i3 2 Z L 033k 5. Fig. 3.8 13 N ZF 1) 2 Mkot(b
SN-BEEORRERE R L TWd . HAmIZET 2EEITH O mafEiZ %t L Mixed-Out FEHE LY
AR SR 2 LTWA, HAEEIL tU,/C = 012208 ML TH 7Y 7 LT 5. KEE]
TR DI RS I 8k K OVRE % Fig. 3.8 OB — 7 Mo HEIT 5 Z LN T& 5. Fig. 3.8 121X 17 blade
flow-through time (tU,,/C = 17) IZ 12 DO E— 27 BB S TE Y, L7oh o TIRBUE IR O f&K
I3 07 THDH. o, =T ORI INY TRV, TR ROREEIZET 2
NSIZOWTHEEICH S LERH . FHrtEO RN SIZBT 5 BRI eikimiE 3.3.2 #i TV, ARH;
TG OREICER T 5.
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Fig. 3.6 Time History of the Instantaneous Total Fig. 3.7 Time History of the Instantaneous Q-Criterion
Pressure Contours Colored by Total Pressure
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Fig. 3.8 Time History of the Dynamic Pressure at the Exit Plane

LB G, AFFZEICR W TR & 2RI HTNSG ISR 2 ERFIIUTO L S ICEHTE 5.

1) BRATRIC IV 2 BEm AL ITEE 8 O %
2) Mid-Chord 3 [ 7> & FI 23U 72 BE LTS FUE & EIR O IR S 4 5 RIS AW e
3) MGFUITEDBHAE L, TFHICTEALTTT < KA i

L7=RoT, LTINS ORNGEORBIZER L, RO W TEREITD.

3.3.2 EHMNIEE L O BEDORRENS

AETITMENT RIS & 9 DRI RN 1T D R P MATRE R 2 O CRNIBICBI T 2 &
175, F7z, A%FE 4 ECRETEREREZHOTIRIT N 2 —2 OB ERT D8, R FEAIC X
DREFHRRZE & RN ST A —Z I X D MATRE RO E DX R Z D1 572912 3.2.2 Hi TR L7- D15
D18, D22 D 3> DY T — & Z vy, R SR ICBE T 2 M EO R NS IZ OV Tikam T 5.

Fig. 3.9 12 D18 O ¥~ v n"FadD 2> Z —[X % 7”3, Fig. 3.9 OREFTRRILKEIZIS T 5 H VO EERICE
W HIBEE 3 R STV . Fig. 3.6, 3.7 ICBLAL TV % B FiTia o0 BE i LT EE U 13 Ve e o
T2 2L CRIREEN AL WD EBbhs. £/, 3 Mid-Chord b %ZRICE T 51K~ v
ANESEIR TIIHENA R H BN TV AREF AR SN TV D, BATRIIE ORIV O 2B T 5720
\Z, Fig. 3.10 ([ZREmBERR ST IVEH (Uyay) &7, 72720, PL G PT O my MIEX Fig. 3.9
WCREINTEY, BT COFRHEDOANHENSIZOWTHRHNS7-9HIZ D15, D18, D22 DOfEHR%
FRFIZCZ 2y RLTWAD. MEIO y,0,/C 133 2 — FE C THRub LicBEREFREZETH Y, ]
i Uyyau/Ueo I FBEHERR ST IR 2 A D i CHER /b L2 b D Tdh 5. D15, D18, D22 O RIFFER
ICER->TEY, AR CIEHEORHENIDHFEL TWRWI ENG5. PLE P2 TiX, JEisE
RERHBEL, WRAELC TS, ZoEIREEREOHRBEC X 200X P6 £ Tl Tk v, P6 & PT7
ORIOMEICBWTHAMAEIND. BfE%O PTALE CIXERERE Th 5 PL Ot & e b
DAV RENTEY, BERGLITEAE N EL TND 2 LR TE 5.

ELTRTRALC 3T D OB I L ELIREB) — % /L % — (Turbulent Kinetic Energy, TKE) D435
LIRS D2 ENTE S, Fig 311 I EHELIREB = % L ¥ —D a v ¥ —M %R~ 7 . REO TKE OF
VN BEIEASELATR Suction Side ICB W THNTWS. Z OFEIRITE R FIEEN SR S NELTES 23 384
LM E —B LTS (Fig. 3.9, Fig. 3.10). HEAiTix2> DI 300 = — NALE F TIXELFEL A E 23 E i (2
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Fig. 3.9 Mean Mach Number Contours (D18, P1 to P7 = Plotting Positions)
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Fig. 3.10 Mean Wall Normal Tangential Velocity Profiles around Leading Edge (P1 to P7 = Plotting Positions, as in Fig.
3.7)
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Fig. 3.11 Mean Turbulent Kinetic Energy Contours Normalized by UZ
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fELTODR, ZO%G CIEELTEE R SR H) b FH A IHBEE AWE % 23 5 2 & 1 Suction
Side DFFADOFAIE) LR TE 5. BEB D HDOBER £ TOMIKIZIB W THREO TKE O @O FEIK T
Bz ORAET 2 KEULHBER O ETH S,

FIBEE AU E DS TERL S 115 3 Suction Side 50%, 70%, 90% =t — RAZE CTORBEMmERR T miE, SLiTE
B )L X—, LA VR 5H % Fig. 312 IZR . R EO RN ST OV TR 72H1Z D15,
D18, D22 OfRZFRFFIZT m Y L TWA. s (Fig. 3.12, (a)) IZHBW\WT, B=a— K 70%(7#E
HWEAAE L TR Y Bl RICKREWHBERADNEAL TS, FIEETEH & 20t & ORIV TRIBEE
AW TR S AL, HIBES AW E FE T AALEIC B\ CELTER) = % L% —(Fig. 3.12, (b)), LA /
L RIGET(Fig. 312, @)D E—27 BIEELTWD. TS DOALEIZBIT 2 WS TR EHE O RN
SEALNTWARY., ELFEB T RLX—, LA L XIS O CTIRHIBES AW E BN IEAE T D540
BIZBIT 5 B — 27 3 XU 90%N (& O BE [ U1 312 38 T D15, D18, D22 O B TEWVAEN TE Y, #Et
BORENP S VPRI NTND.

WU, RFFIBERATERR S L5 R ERZR LD Tl 2 2EHEKk, fitES =L ¥—, LA
J VRIS IO 5 % Fig. 3.13 127877, 105%, 115%, 125%0AriE 3% %0 524 0.05C, 0.15C,
0.25C 72BN B Z B L, 207 1y MIEZ Fig. 3.14 TR 7. Sl EO AN ST DOV THHA
% 7=z D15, D18, D22 OfERZFFICT 2 v L TWA. ZigHOLEicsWTaERE, GLikE
=R LX—, LA ARSI OE =7 BEET D, Z ONLE IE R BB O FoLE o SEXNLE IS
Y LTS, BIENTHRMCHENTIT 2812k, v— 27 OfMEIZRD LT <. KRB HIEE
WA THANCHEA TS Z &IV EREBRAEL, FOLEOMBENTFH 20 > OB LT Z &R
BT & 5. EIEHRKLOI M (Fig. 3.13, () T, 105%NLHE(Z R TERHLD HFLHER (Ypiren/Pitch = 0.2)
SFVHREOE I MEIZEBWV TR EDORHEN I DRI N TS, %) Fillcin tir<
LIk o T EN D20, ZOE—7OELILBEIND. R AEEHEKAD D15 B L O/ MERK
D D22 D7EX Fig. 34 RINTWDHEHIC4% LT ThH7D, REHRKOREITEN R, —
¥, ELEE T kL ¥ — (Fig. 3.13, (b)) , LA /AR S) (Fig. 3.13, (c) D8, HBikOFLETH S
E— 7 LEICB W TREBRIT AR E WG EDRHER SN TV D,

ZZETOREICL Y, 35 blade flow through time &\ 9 SEXEERNC IS 1T B R FH RO RHED S 13 %%
WIENS TR E TICBWTHBIRE S FET L Z AR INTWD. L) THRE-EO RN
SIFBEEB D DIET 2 KBEHBEROBEN KX S EET L EHAITE L. KFHIZBWTREINT
WHRRRT RO R ST 282 FH VT, REND D/NT A — X BT 5 WAL O fFHT i
RO EIT O BUIFET DHABEO RN S 2T —N"—L LTRIAT S, X > THRFED
RTINS LIRMT /N T A —Z DORBIZOWTRAT HZ ENTE S,

S HIZ, MEATEDO AN ST K DRIV EE RO B LR T 504658 6 5 5. D15, D18, D22 D -1
IRFfEHTIC & % Profile Loss O Hfg X136 L ONALOHAI A ¢ D LI % Fig. 3.15 (2777, Profile Loss M5
4, Fx K Profile Loss @ D15 & 5 /|>Profile Loss @ D22 D IZ#) 2.6% D 2 3MFE(ET 5 . IR E 23\ T Profile
Loss DI #RATT 9 BRICIIFMEA BEORHENSICONWT~—I 0 2% 2, MEREIT+2% L L, 4%0
TT—N—%fHTF B LT D, A e OEE, D15 & D22 O 0.71%DFRENFET 5. KE
IZBWTHERM A € DR ZAT 5 BRICIIMFF RO RHENSIZONWTY =V &2E R, MatiZEiT+1%
L, 2% DT —NR—%fFT 52 &9 5. Profile Loss &A1 fI1C 81T a2 0 @ (Fig. 3.15)
v, EREANKEVIELE Profile Loss & KX W2 &N 5. ARBFZEIZ BV TN XIS & 3 5
TlE, 2EBREAEZRAESELMABR L U CEAREFOGLITE BT X 2B, FBEEABEIc X
HIRA, BIICEDEANET oD, Bl EOFHESAIZIIFMEFENBIL TR & (Fig. 3.12,
(@) 75, Bk B AERK I D KB HIBEROIEE FPED Profile Loss <CHA[M M 1235 1T D FEaTHEAAD
JFINTH 5 EBbivd. F7=z, Profile Loss CHs M O KIENE HAL TV 5 D15 OE, #HikicsiT
ZELEAE R R (Fig. 3.13, (b), (€)) MO —A XD K& 72-> TRV, KEWEHIBEROTRE < 725
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TW5. L7287, Profile Loss 35 X OME A I3 BB HIBEE OIS IZ B I, NEBLRIEEREOIR
FEEHHILTWAEZ ENGNnD.
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Fig. 3.12 Profiles of the (a) Tangential Velocity, (b) TKE, and (c) Reynolds Stress at 50%, 70%, and
90% Chordwise Locations
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Fig. 3.13 Profiles of the (a) Total Pressure Loss, (b) TKE, and (c) Reynolds Stress at 0.05 C, 0.15 C, and 0.25 C
Downstream of the Trailing Edge
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Fig. 3.15 Statistical Uncertainties of Cascade Performances, (2) Profile Loss, (b) Deflection Angle
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3.3.3 ELiftiih i DIRGE

AEITIEEZONT5HHEEM, a— R ED LES it & L CELIN G Z ELSET /L LTV 3
DINZDOWTIREEZAT 5. BIHEI TR LI X 91T, ARFZRIZEB W TR &3 5 BYN KT TldbEm
GLEEE S e, FEEE AWE, KR Hﬁ(l%?ﬁ‘ﬂ{)lu{)luﬂ%k LCHNATWD. BEHELEREICET S
RREEIITELRE R B IC BT D BEER & W5 . F =28 2 8L BE 9 2 MR i AL EE =
FIVF—D ALY NN EAT D .

JE IR O BN AR ELTRBE FUE (2 3 1 D BELR R TCIE, BERBERR T IR Uy 12V CBE I ELIAEE R
ERRECRTHERIORERICH D 2 & BNERIICHEI O ST D,

1
= Eln(}’\;azz) +Ct

(3.1)

U 1 Tw du
Ut=—""2, u, = |—, 1,=pu (—)
Uy ol v 9/,

72721, k=04, C*=50 THDH. LESHHTIZIWTHESARLH /N S WEEECCELITE A& 25 1E L < fig
BEINTWBEA, RGLOXMEBANCITES. BEmMILITEL S8 232 L T\ 5 E Al Suction Side 123517
7 BT L7 [0 A0 AR 36 & OVBEIERI 0 Heil [} % Fig. 3.16 (259", LES fi#tT il s 45 & 7 s EE 45 Af
1L5% M5 8% FTOa— FLEIZH W CREIELIEE @R HE L T X, 8% CREm SLITHE g 1 1EE
ERI %é EDERIN TS, Lo TREmELRENBIIE L MBEINTVDHEERD. W%
PLE D B ESAAITHEBRIOME L D K& < 2o TWA. Ziux, SLIEEREISEBEE D bR LEE D 7=
Z LI K o TREmE AWML T T, D LTcTed Th 5.

WIS RIS 1T 2 ELER) = R V¥ — D AT MVEENT 21T 9 . Fig. 3.17 1212V < D DAL
BB 5 ELES) = 1 /L% — D Power Spectral Density (PSD) %z /x LT\ 5. HEJH Y CIIBEMRE 7\
B W TRNELGES = (L X =R G5 TV HIEZ, BO TMITIIe y FhHmickT 2 & KEL
TEB T R L X —=NEONTWANEEZYS T U iEE LTWA, RKELIER T R L X — DL
#1 Fig.3.11 [Tk STV A RREE OfE B2 VTV 5. PSD Ol I ELTER) — %L X — D i &
JECEfER 7 — U =254 (Discrete Fourier Transform, DFT) 241795 Z & TRk THY, UZ-(C/U,) THE
wotfb L C\W\W5 . i St 1L Strouhal #Z2 B L, EESRf 2U,/C TEXRTILLIZHDOTH D
(St = fC/Uy). FLFTEB) =3/ X — OB IL 0.00365 blade flow through time (tU,/C = 0.00365) =
LI 7Y I TEY, 7Y o ZERIIE 17.5 blade flow through time (tU,,/C = 17.5) T&
5. BT 2% 2 — RALE Tld PSD OEMEOME L D /NS o TWnD. ZOME TIEE 727
@R CTH D, £, St=90 TE—IBRBENTWEHA, ZHTEiEAWEIZIHS W TER S ELT
EBEAIORNLZE RO E— 7 ITITWA[57]. JEitHIBEE N B85 L7-tk, 5% = — R{LE TIXEL
BRSO I 0 PSD S KIEEEIN L T 5. 10% =2 — FALE A 5 PSD 04347 13 Kolmogorv (2 X % -5/3
FHNZT-TEBY, ELITHIVAAR LES iBATICBWTIE LB INTWNDEZ ENERIILTWD. #
Ttk T 5 100007 2> 5 130% (L TIE St =~ 0.712B WV CHHEZ PSD B — 27 B3R ST\ 5. =
D & — 7 JEAEEIE Fig. 3.8 1 LIRS SAVT W D KELRIBER O A8 E 0.7 & —FH L THY, KEMK
HEERIC Lo~ THDHLEERD.

=

334 EBFER L Ol

fiERT*i 4 & 3% British C.4 52 %1]0> 10C4/25C50 HEARFFI1Z-D T, Profile Loss (2 B3 2% 5T — & 23
FAET H[53]. FEBRT — X ITAMGEIC B TN SR & 35 FEsk it il f 70.25 deg 2 &6, {175
BERERIER SN DG REAICBWTHIFET S, AREICBWTERIE LTV DTSR DA
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Fig. 3.16 Mean Wall Normal Tangential Velocity Profiles at Several Chordwise Locations Near the Leading
Edge (Left), with Plotting Position (Right)
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Fig. 3.17 Power Spectral Densities of the Turbulent Kinetic Energy at Several Locations
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Fig. 3.18 Calculated Profile Loss Coefficients from Present LES with Experimental Data [53]

DI Ze B SHEHT 24TV, EERAE R & Il L7 #558 % Fig. 3.18 (2R d. 7272 L, KiEHMICBIT 5
Profile Loss (% D18 O#EFRZ VT W 5. fRHTHE S I3 E A DA O A TIESERRAE R & Wi —E a2 R
LTW5., KElfE TIEERE R L OBEDRENTWS, KB IS8T 5 EBRER L LES SRR 5
DEFEWTIREDHFIEICRB VT HHE I TER Y [8], [9], K H4 11T DM/ FLI i AV k9 5 fi#HT
RT A —=HOFBENEVCORIKE UTHH S TWD . Rl LA O %G G4 12 36O TS
\Z31) B LES fEMT#E R & ERERNTEEMIZ B L TWBZ D, KEDM[ICBWTORELET D
KIFIHIBERR A~ DFRHT /3T A — 2 OFBENEFAER L OBEVOFIKTH L AREENH 5.

3.4 KEDFELYD

ABFFENZ I3 T 2 AT RFAL T T > D KEBUEHIBER 23S £ TV 2 BIIRIEFEN SIS\ T LES fif
Fradtvy, LUF Offdm &2 157

o fRMTRIZR LT D PRNBHIT I T Suction Side 1231 A INEHRELTRANA S LT, EATBLEIC
BT AELEER B L OBEmELTTEE RUE D&%, Mid-Chord 75 B % £ TR S 25 FIEEE A
WriE ezl SNz, £7-, BHBEENOEAL, FTHRICHEN TIT < REBEHBER R S
ni-.

o KM TIIZEOMN 7 — ADFEEZFETT D720, LES MEHTHE R OFGHE OISR 4 i%
EL, MABEORENSEZEETHZLICT D, BTOMIT 7 —ACBNT, Hit@&ORSE
I fi] % 35 blade flow through time (258 E$ 5. Z @ & &, 52.5 blade flow through time D fE#fT i
M OFPHIZI T, FPHNOKFHE% 35 blade flow through time ">l L 7= & & @ Profile
Loss D atIRAZED 4% LINTH D Z & ZINHHED K HEL 35,

o HEBBIAED O FAET HRBBHBERILF R SN D72, BZITHED O FIGERIC
BOWTHHBEDO RHENS DB RE <, FICELITKHEICBIT 2 MHBO RN SN K E
W ENFERESNTZ. AWFFEICB T DR RO BRSRE T& % 35 blade flow through time ™
BRI B W TR T OREFH B O AN S D3 fEaE S iz,
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Y VY

Suction Side i _EOFEB AN IIFERIFRZEN S22,

I AT S TERE STV 5 Mid-Chord 72 H 3 £ TOME TIE, ALTEE) = x/L
X—, LA VRSSO RIBES AW E I 3 THEGHRZ D sl S vz
RHFEHIBER OB XV, BGGORBEmITEHER X ORI W) THE R & Wi F
ZEDHERS S T

Profile Loss (342%, #8 4%DHEFIREZED, HRAMIME € 1X4+1%, # 2% DM A R S
7.

o BEMELHTELE OBEEHIOELIRIER) = L F— D AT hVEENTIN G, K LES B#HTI LES f##
fr& LTERICIE LWDRERAF LN TV D Z MRS S v,

o fRATRIZBOERBEINCIT D Profile Loss (2T, FEFAIAIZEIT 5 FEBT — X LA LES
ENTHE RN EBINC - L TWD Z LRI NI,
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% 4F BINRERNBICEITHBEH/NT A
— 2 DR

3 EDRERND, ABFFEDMMT*I5 T 5 10C4/25C50 EARFINC I 1T 5 Sl ClIE R EL
WMNPRIE L TWD Z LNy hole. EEAIMIAOREE LT, HaRiLFCI T 2 fe it Hl i
WD OELERR X OEERELFTEE RE, 3 Mid-Chord 7» b %ISR T 2 FIEEE AMTE, BERK
IEED B3 L TRV TIT < RBURHIBER 2 22T b s, 2 b OFRIAICIER L, LES f#fr
BT DT /N7 A — 2 OREBEEFIRD . PRDIEN /ST A—21%, 1) ARENOFE, 2) MR
SN DR, 3) ANV IAMRMTZERINE OB, 4) CFL 12 X % Low-Pass Filter D%, 5) 71 v 7 Bi it
GO BOE STHD.

4.1 ABQENDOEE

4.1.1 fRMTSRM

ANLOELIE I U2 fNT 77— A & AL ELILE AN L TR WERT 77— A IS D W TERATRE B2 D L %
179, W7 —RCBT DI T2 502 TOMIEMHFIERICSREL, ARENTEITERT A —F
LLTENEES. AQENH Y D4 — A % Inlet Turb. Case & £ 1), AQELALZ: LD 47— 2% No Inlet
Turb. Case &4 fHT 2. ADENDH Y DT —ADEE, ANOWHD 2% OMERA7r—/L B L 0#Ea— R
ED2%DOESAr— 1V EROAOENEZMNT S, ZOAOEIND A7 —iL, B RIRIEZRIZE
WCIEET 2 SR 72 A D ELAU[G8]-[60]D A &7 — /L & JhE & L TR E L T\ 5. AR ELAVLIS O 7 —
ANZEBT DIENT SR 3 HICB T AT r— A LRILSRE L TV 5.

4.1.2 INFHCHIE

No Inlet Turb. Case D355, 5 3 IR SV TW AN 77— A L ZRIZF L —ATh D, Lichio
T ESCH AT EDO AN SILE 3EOFMEEZOE EMA L, No Inlet Turb. Case (2351 5 Hiat&
DRFENSZH T —N—L LTERRTDH. 1L, METEORHEN S NEHETEDI1ZE/NIWGEEIT
T T — N—%FR LA, Inlet Turb. Case DG, WHTHIEZ1T 9 729125 3 & L [A] U < Profile Loss
DOWEMIEIRE Wi 5. Fig. 4.1 12 Inlet Turb. Case (Z331F % Profile Loss J@fE 4, Table4.11Z 11725 110
DORFRPEXOFIFH Z 773, 11 5 110 O FHJIEEIE 42T 35 blade flow through time T& ¥, Table 4.1 i
AT R ICREEA TR LT Z LIS L o TSRS 21T 5 ®iH bR E L T <.

11 DA, tUy/C = 26.5 NOHIFREER M E > TnD. ZORERILH 3 IR SN TN AR L
fEREM AL E L, ADELIVE N U 7 fi#dT 2 5266 L T2~ 5 26.5 blade flow through time 723 #%3 L 7=
ZEEBENT S, E£72, 115005 110 FTO Profile Loss D FHFAE 51X 2.2 blade flow through time 3 DI
2S8R S0 LRFNES 217> T DL 11 25 110 F TOMEHT IR O %5PH 1% 54.8 blade flow through
time T& Y, Profile Loss DFFMERITFAEN 4% LINE 2o TS, L7eidoC, FHRILE 3 =T
TELTZINHCHE O FEYEZ - LTV 5. RENCEBWTEITT Dl — A28 2 GO EIZIE No
Inlet Turb. Case TIL% 3 E D D18 7 —# %, Inlet Turb. Case (X 17 DT —HX ZFH\\ 5.
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Fig. 4.1 Profile Loss Calculation Results with Time Development in Inlet Turb. Case (Between 11 and 110)

Table 4.1  Averaging Time Periods from I1 to 19

11 12 oo 18 19 110
Averaging
Flow Through 26.5-61.5 28.7-63.7 41.9-76.9 44.1-79.1 46.3-81.3
Time (tU,,/C)

4.1.3 fRHTRER

57— 2 DPRAVFIZ IV T AT ELIIC K D BRRFIRAVS D ik A4T 5 728, Fig. 4.2 (2l 7r— A 21T
74 Wb 2 R FF AR D 2 v Z — M A<, Inlet Turb. Case DA, ARREHD 2% A 47—/ T A HEL
NEMIML TS 72D AN TH2% D MR TLIEH &2 FF OB STV D, AR ELAVIE FIIZiiL <
T 2 LIC Ko T 228, AifiLfE s L ORIEHEEIC W THIROBIRIZEZ > TW\d. BUF Tl
HIEIRIANTWVD KD IRt G & 9 2 BAN RN 236 1T D EERELEHNA TH 5 1) Zaikx
(BT B ELGER IS X OBEE ELFTEE U8 0 %652, 2) 3 Mid-Chord 2> b #fx £ TOHBEE AWIE, 3) &
"Btz B TN IS 1 5 KM RIBER O 3 SIZER Ll 7 — A DA77 5 .

AR I 381 T 2 B HIBEA ) & O ELIRERIZ OW Tl 7 — 2 D H# A 1T 5 72912 Fig. 4.3 (TR
I T B BER AR T AR DO X 27~ PL 725 P6 fLEIZIB W Tl 7 — 2B 1T B s o Ai D
EWABENTEY, EFEREOE S 13 Inlet Turb. Case ™ 75773 No Inlet Turb. Case L ¥ 3:< 72> TV 5.
JE IR OWFE N IR SN D BIHRFEEHEO K E X, Inlet Turb. Case DN/ E L leo TS,
ZOEWE, AROENICE DU X )L EHBEHEOREZME ST S Z L2 Lo TEL, BEOH
%¢ [26], [61] BT TIZHMOLNTWHIHATH D, AAENOEEZ LY, FHEHLORENIHE SN D
Z LIk o TBIHIBEHA S A AT AA0E 2 BN B8 L, BEmELiRsE 8 OJE S 6 Inlet Turb. Case
({23 T No Inlet Turb. Case & Y FHxFIICEE < 72 > TV 5 (PT7).

< o - RBEmELTREE RS X DB AT 5 - 912, Suction Side L if - o> BE [ BEEAR I O ELilg[X]
% Fig. 4.4 127777, Inlet Turb. Case (235 1) % BE i BE# AR EL D & — 7 i (& 1% No Inlet Turb. Case & ¥ Lyl
WCBENL TRV, BEMELTEERAE A IEE L TV D 20% 2 — RALE F COBE [ BRI A /S AR KB
LTCW5. ADELNVOREIZ X 0 < Ao - BEm LB AUE I & 0 BEmBEER R LD L= 2 &30y
2%, BEmEELREESE A HE L TV < 10% =2 — FAZEIZBSWTH ARENOEED R I TN D,

Fig. 4.5 12 10%, 20%, 30% = — N{Z{E|Z350F 2 BEmEERR T i, SLEE =L ¥—, LA /L X
IR DX & o3, FE AR (Fig. 4.5, () TiX, Inlet Turb. Case |23\ CREMmIELTTEL g O JE & 28
HL ol Z EPFER SN T WD, Fie, WMEHSMIL FIRICHIAILTIT 2 &2 XD il — X DEND
INEL o T BT bIER TE 5. BLFGEEI = XL X —, LA VXIS D34 (Fig. 4.5, (b), (€)) T
1, AOELANLDBEmEELEE g ~DEIZ 1V 10%, 20% = — RAZEIZISV T Inlet Turb. Case DfED
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Fig. 4.3 Mean Wall Normal Tangential Velocity Profiles around Leading Edge with Plotting Positions
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AL TG, Lo LEERELIREESR DN BEE 2 DRI NEED D 30% = — RALIE T, SAWREOAE
(Ywan/C = 0.015) (ZFW T Inlet Turb. Case @ TKE, L1 / /LX)t /17%% No Inlet Turb. Case 1V k& < 7
STW5S., BAWEE ADENR TS Z Lok, SAWEERICKIT S Inlet Turb. Case DELHT
MEtEN/BIML Cn5 EBbh s,

BETRELTC B S 233 0> B3R 234, 3 Mid-Chord 7> b B %% TR S5 MBS AWTE ~D 8%
FARDT=DIZ, 50%, 70%, 90% = — RALE (ZF 1T 2 BB 7 M, ELiER = x L ¥—, LA /L
RIS O X % Fig. 4.6 1259, AOELALOEEIC X0 B4E L Tl A O#EWO I, 50%, 70%,
90% NE CIER O, Wr—RZBWT—H LTV, ELESI =L X —, LA/ LXIEHO
AT EREZENICAEAET S . Inlet Turb. Case (T 33\ T RE [fTBL 5 AU O fEIE Tl L TN 7= BLIE
BT R X =LA VRGN, BiE ENSHNND I EICE D ANELNORENEHRTX 5 L)
272> TWA5.

BRI HIAEL, T TT < KBMLRIBER ~ OB L D720, Fig. 4.7 IZ8 %K
725 0.05C, 0.15C, 0.25C FNLEIZIRIT 5 By FH AR, LiER = L X —, LA /I XIGT)
DX &2 79, BERELOEA (Fig. 4.7, (3)), 3 Suction Side 7> 5 ¥ D% FATUT (Vpieen/Pitch =
0.4~0.8) |23\ T Inlet Turb. Case DR LNDOT NI LTS, EFERKOEIT/ NI VN, %
M COMFFED NI/ NESNZ 2B D EAEWRELS XD, F7=, 3 Pressure Side 7> 5%
XD %A (105%, Ypicen/Pitch = 0.0~0.1, 115%, ypieen/Pitch = 0.0~0.3) (ZE W T 47— A D
EFEHRROBEWIIFELE L TRV, L7223 > THE Suction Side 7> HEN D% (Vpigen/Pitch =
0.4~0.8) 2B HEEHELEDZET, EiffAlo> Suction Side N DEWNBIEAEL TWDH Z ENG5.
ARELN OB L0 LT ERABEHEO K& &, 2K 0D LcBEmELRE g DR S B X
OVEE ] R AN 4 7E D Suction Side 1281 2 &JEHKDEWVORIKTH S L Ebd. %iick T 2Lk
EEIT R LX =LA VXSO (Fig. 4.7, (b), () TiX, WM& —ADETREAENICIFEEL T
Wb, Ik, AOELNEEZE S FRAET 2 KRR CESEEE L T\ ant Bbhd.
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Fig. 4.5 Profiles of the Tangential Velocity, TKE, and Reynolds Stress at 10%, 20% and 30% Chordwise

Locations
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WA, NAELIIC & 2 BINOFEERA~ DB AT 5 72012, Fig. 4.8 (2 77— A2 F51F % Profile Loss
B L OMEE A OFHERE R4 75T, Profile Loss 334, Inlet Turb. Case {235 C No Inlet Turb. Case £ ¥
WO LIAER BB LN TS, BRAOEA, W7 —ADMEIIFHEHRENICHEEL TN 5.

PLEDFER DG, KEWRIBED & £ 5 EZAERNGIT BT 5 A0SO EEIIREFTREHIZE
B ELRER, LTSI AT 5, # Mid-Chord 72» bR &% £ TIER S5 FIEEE AWE,
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AWFFECBNTHIML TV A E a— FE 2% A7 —/L D N ELIVE, BRI, BEm R 8 L
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4.2.1 FENTRET & R RAG:

H ORS00 O RRIEIUCEIT 5 LES fENTRE RICHEET 2 Z LR b TV
5. ARWFFECIIAENTS 7O Fifilc Buffer s8Ik A S, HOD O 2 HE ST r— A8 X
O TWRWET &7 — A TIRNTRE RO 24T 5 . Wi — R 28T 52 TOMTRIFIERICTH Y,
HABERSMOHRE T A= L LTELESE 5. Buffer fEIRfT & OfENT 77— A % Buffer Case & 4 ff
F, Buffer SEIKAMHNTARWERMT 77— A % No Buffer Case &%H 5.

[ 27— ARV DRI+ % Fig. 4.9 12759, No Buffer Case (23517 2 it S4:13 5 3 BB DR
Wror—2 LRI U T, T ORAE, B b AN, O E ol 05C & LT\ 5. Buffer Case
T, AABERNSEEZ T 0.5C £ Tk No Buffer Case & 52 2IC[F—TH Y, HOBERIL 15C Fif
FTCTIERE L, RSO > bEEH TR 0.75C F CIELRIm 2 #8272 DIC 0B FiR 2R E L
TW2. 0.75C L0 & FitIZH D CTOMKMEZMZ 57200 Buffer HIK TH Y, BT A ML v TFIC LD
RPN 2 TEL T OO BIE[62] % AWV T WA, JEBEEIIH D BER ORTFER Qe ISXT L,

e"—1
Quamp = Q — e—1 (Q — Qexit)
(X x\" 4.1)
=)

RKEIND. 72120, Quamp [THE SN fFR, QIR INDATORER, x,,x, (TTNEIHE
B A3 2000, A ZEWT 5. Bo=BIE A A 3 2 16 A3 3% B 5 2.23C B Tu 2 Buffer
IR OALE TREE L, #& X Buffer SEIRO K& AL & Rl UALEIZT 5. Qexie 1& No Buffer Case o Hi I
BERICBIT AR LT-fEE2 V5. n ITERETHY, 2ICRETS.

No Buffer Case DiFa, AL~ v #1024, Ea— FEQC)ELEL 1 LV AT 1.88 x 10° L% E
LTWa., ITICHWDERSGMFE LT, ANERTIIEE, 2%, AfxEEL, HosEf X
¥ [E 2[5 E LTV 5. Buffer Case @334, No Buffer Case [231F 5 AH, mﬂfﬁﬁ*1¢%ﬂb<aﬁiﬂ‘
5. ZO%E, TERPEN LT Z EICL Y AR~ vy " FhE{kT 5. Buffer Case IZ317H AL~
w\zbﬁ( 3026 &%,

4.2.2 INHCHIE

No Buffer Case D456, 3 3 TR IV TV DT 77— A L5242 D/f%X'C\%é L7=h3 - TR
HOHIESCH RO R S IXH 3B R A2 Z D F £/ L, No Buffer Case (235 1F B #E i & D RN
T T—N—L LTHERTDH. 2L, HEFEORHENSNEETE DI E/NSWVGEEETT T —A
—Z s L7V, Buffer Case D356E, WHCHIEZAT O 72028 3 & L [A U < Profile Loss D R¢[EEE %
fes®9%. Fig. 4.10 (2 Buffer Case (Z331F 5 Profile Loss JE/FE %, Table 4.2 (Z B1 2>5 B16 @H%‘:Fﬁjéifjm
#PAZ 9. Bl 25 B16 O FHRER 42T 35 blade flow through time T ¥, Table 4.2 IZ/779 XL 91
e 378 LT Z &S Ko TRRPE 24T 2 fiA § 78 L T <.

Bl DGE, tUy/C = 125 I BRERPEY NG E > TV D, Z OREIT Buffer Case D& 112330 THENT

@ Impulsive Start 7> & 125 blade flow through time 23#%its L7- Z & 2 EH 3 5. £72, B12»H B16 £ T
@ Profile Loss ™ &+ F 1% 4.375 blade flow through time 3 DR 2 R 8 S W72 2% B RE ) 2175 T
W%, Bl 2D B16 £ TOMENTHER O#iFHIE 100.625 blade flow through time T& ¥, Profile Loss D F4
FERITRAAED 4% LINE o> T, LR - T, FHAIEE 3 B CTRE L IURCHIE D FEHEZ Tl 72 L
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4.2.3 FENTRER

HOERIZE T 5 Buffer fEIKOA I OER DO OHOKFNIHET L EnMbNTEY, &
P — 2B T D ENEEB O AR T D, Figd 1l ICENEICI T D ESIZEE) pays D LR
X% 7~9. #EATHZ2 DS Mid-Chord 83 (Fig.4.11 (a), 10%-50%) 2B\ C, B HEEN TV AN E
Ywan/C = 0.1~0.3) (23517 5 1 /1258 X No Buffer Case 73 Buffer Case &V Kx < 72> T\%. Buffer
IR OF T LD ENEEBOEVTREAZE TR TWAZ ENGNnD. Wir—RAZB T HENE
B ZITEELZITS<IEER 2R 2> TW5 (Fig.d.11 (a), 70%-90%). L 7> L K HUR I BE i 23 Tk
SN D ERBBTE)S TRl (Fig.4.11 (b) 105%-125%) DOALEIZBWTIE, O LETH 5 EHE
BB — 7 1T (Fig.4.11 (b), 105%, ypiecrn/Pitch = 0.1) THO 5 O G A58V & i D No Buffer
Case 23T 2 E/)ZEHS Buffer Case LV KE <o TWD. %K HREEN TV HHEEL (Fig4.11 (b),
105%, Vpieen/Pitch = 0.3~1.0) IZBWTILE 7 — 2B D ENEB O 2T RAENITHEE L T
5.

FESZEENC X A B LN ~D B LR 5 72012, Fig. 4.12 ([ZB H_EOFALEIZ BT 5 BEHE PR
FaiE, ELGER T R VX —, LA VRIS SO K Z R, it A ( Fig. 4.12 (a)) O Heig[X|Iz
BWTH 7 —ZDENR LTV, ELREE =R L¥—, LA /L XIS IO E (Fig. 4.12 (b),
() IZBWT HHEATEH S Mid-Chord £ TONLE (10%7> 5 70%) Tl — A DRITEW B S 7
W, BEKBOEFETHD 0% 2— RAUETEH 7 —AOBEVWRAERINTEY, E—7(#&
(Ywaur/C = 0.2) 123\ T No Buffer Case DELIEHEB) =K /L F—, LA /LRI Buffer Case £ ¥ K
XL o TND.

WIT, BEFIHIZH T 2 M RS OB L R T 272D % &) 5 0.05C, 0.15C, 0.25C 727 Hf
NIALEICB T 2 &EEK, SLUES T x L —, LA VXG0 X % Fig. 413 12”7, 2&/F
HEDOEA, Wr— 2B 5EWOITRE <20 (Fig. 413 (@). L2 LELREES =2 L¥—, LA/
VRIS DWW TIFRE T DI CTH D B — 7 AT iz BV C(Fig. 4.13 (b), (C), Ypiten/Pitch = 0.2~0.4)
Buffer Case ®## 57 No Buffer Case L W K& < 72oTW 5.

] 77— A 2BV T Fig. 4.11 (b) ICEIL TV D& HLEBIC T 2 1 ZEB O35 KO8 Fig. 4.13 (b),
(©) IZHAN TV D EZIRHLEIC I T D ELET = x L ¥ —, LA IV RIGSOEW LY, Buffer KO
BN BZBEPHIB W TR S LD REERBERICEE L TWDL 2 EnBEZI 6D,

Buffer S D KBIFLHIFE~DEE L I HIZFE L < WMEFRT 572912, No Buffer Case Ot P (3%
fx72 5 0.3C, 0.4C, 0.49C BfEAL TV D ALE) (2B 22 EHE K, ELEE =L X —, LA L XIESTD
el % Fig. 414 1281, £FEHE KOS (Fig. 4.14 (8)) , 130%0LEIZ BV T—E L TV 72040 2 140%
ALEIZIB WD GEWVDBIAL, 149%N7 & TIEEIE DO 0 (Ypiten/Pitch = 0.8) IZHB W TR E 72N E]
LT 5. No Buffer Case @ H HEES (150%) (235 < 12241 C No Buffer Case D& i H L IZI51T 5
AR Buffer Case & 0 i L CnW< . F7z, ELiEB)= /L ¥ —(Fig. 4.14 (b)), LA / VXS]
(Fig. 4.14 (c)) H [AlEEIZ No Buffer Case @ H O Bi 5t (150%) (2375 < (2241 T Buffer Case & DiE 3 K X
{TpoTWnL.
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4.15 () D BRI T H MBS 3 1T 5 No Buffer Case 0 4218 2k O AR fE (F () 23 72 < 72
S TWH D% L, Buffer Case (ZH W TITREHKAS BARICER > TV D, 2L, HAERIZREW
T—EMEELTEHESNTWDLIHENRNTHS Z L0, HOERCBT 28/E0 i (Fig. 4.15
(b)) IZHLAL T 5. No Buffer Case |Z351) 5 8/ EIXH A FEDOREZ IR ZIT TV D D% L Buffer
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No Buffer Case D% it H LBl 31T A R FEIK O ##E )Y Buffer Case LV EFH L TW\5 Z &R S
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(b) Mean Pitchwise Pressure Fluctuation Profiles at 0.05, 0.15, and 0.25 Chord Downstream of the Trailing
Edge

Fig. 4.11 Pressure Fluctuation Profiles at (a) Blade Chordwise Locations and (b) Downstream of the Trailing
Edge



Y

R IR 351 B HRHT /S5 A — 5 DR

H
o~
1t
b

No Buffer —»— Buffer ——
03 % 30% 50% - 70% " 00%
w 0.2F 4
<
=
RS
0.1} |
0 * £ % *
0 2 4 6 8
Uwai/Uss Offset :2.0

(a) Mean Wall Normal Mean Wall Normal Tangential Velocity Profiles at 10% to 90% Chordwise

Locations
No Buffer —»— Buffer —— Error
°3 0% 130% 50% [70% T 90%
o 0.2} 1
=
hé
E
~oaf .
4
0 - y *
0 0.04 008 o012 0.16
TKE: 0.5u'2+v'2 + w'2)/U% Offset :0.04
(b) Mean Wall Normal Mean TKE Profiles at 10% to 90% Chordwise Locations
No Buffer —»— Buffer —a— Error
0'3“ 10% 30% (50% 70% 90%
o 0.2} -
=
-E »
=
0.1 8
X
(JL___——'—— ¥ - - »
0 0.025 0.05 0.075 0.1
Reynolds Stress : wv' /U% Offset :0.025

(c) Mean Wall Normal Mean Reynolds Stress Profiles at 10% to 90% Chordwise Locations

Fig. 4.12 Profiles of the (a) Tangential Velocity, (b) TKE, and (c) Reynolds Stress at 10% to 90% Chordwise
Locations
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Fig. 4.13 Profiles of the (a) Total Pressure Loss, (b) TKE, and (c) Reynolds Stress at 0.05, 0.15, and 0.25
Chord Downstream of the Trailing Edge
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Fig. 4.14 Profiles of the (a) Total Pressure Loss, (b) TKE, and (c) Reynolds Stress at 0.3, 0.4, and 0.49 Chord
Downstream of the Trailing Edge
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Fig. 4.15 Contours of the (a) Total Pressure Loss, (b) Static Pressure from Trailing Edge to 0.5 Chord
Downstream of the Trailing Edge
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%R 9 5. Fig. 4.18 |2 0.2 Span Case (2331 % Profile Loss JE/# %, Table 4.3 (2 S1 7»5 S10 DOREfEF-
BIO#M A RT. S1 5 S10 O IR IX 4 C 35 blade flow through time T& ¥, Table 4.3 (2779 &
AR L TV Z 2k » THMPEH 21T bR E L T L.

S1 DA, tU,/C = 80 LI MNMhE - T DH . Z OIEALE 0.1 Span Case DU Hf#E % 0.2 Span
Case DI T & B TRAL THHEHE Z 159, 80 blade flow through time 2388 L7- 2 & 2 BT 5.
F 72, S17°5 S10 F TO Profile Loss O 5 f&E H13 2.2 blade flow through time 9°-DREf] 2 58 X H 72208
ORI 24T - TV 4. S 6 S10 F COfFMT I O #iPH 13 57 blade flow through time T ¥ , Profile
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VT (Vpiten/Pitch = 0.15,0.7) Ti% 0.2 Span Case DEFEFHEIN/NEL o> TWAD, HBIRMATEEL L T
125% {i7{& ClX 0.2 Span Case (23317 2 2 EHH A 0.1 Span Case L W RFEIRICH W TEA LTWnWaH Z &
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Fig. 4.18 Profile Loss Calculation Results with Time Development in 0.2 Span Case (Between S1 and S10)

Table 4.3  Averaging Time Periods from S1 to S10

Sl S2 S8 S9 S10
Averaging
82.2- 97.6- 99.8- 102-
Flow Through 80-115
Time (tU../C) 117.2 132.6 134.8 137
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4.4 H{GiEHFEMHT-Y Low-Pass Filter DEAEHDEE

4.4.1 FENTSRM:

BN AT 3572V Low-Pass Filter i A% D2 g~ 5 /=12, CFL ¥ X O Low-Pass Filter
DRI Z T2 3 TR DM r— A D217 5. £ —AIZBI1T 5 CFL F&AhEB LT Low-Pass
Filter ™1 511 % Table 4.4 (27~

Table 4.4  CFL and Filter Conditions for Each Case

Case Max CFL Low-Pass Filter
Default 0.98 Every Timestep
Half CFL 0.49 Every Timestep

Half CFL Half Filter 0.49 Once every two Timesteps

Default Case (213, fcRk CFL %4 i LA HE FUE i 2 30T 0.98 L% E L TV 4. Half CFL Case
F L UMHalf CFL Half Filter Case {236\ TIZRFHAI 45 2 5712 L, e RCFL % 0.49 L RE L TV 5.
Low-Pass Filter o i J7 %12 B L C 1% Default, Half CFL Case (235 C I fa: A5 4y #4# H L, Half CFL
Half Filter Case (22T id45 2 [AlDBFE 4512 Low-Pass Filter % 1 [Al3# [l 9~ % . Default Case & Half CFL
Case |2 BT, BRI ZI A 23 424512 72 - T % Half CFL Case (23317 2 A AEAT R & 72 W Low-Pass
Filter DA 2 5%\, b0 2 5D — AT 52 L2k Y, Low-Pass Filter o3 i [FI%L
DEBEMRT D Z ENTE S, L)L Default Case, Half CFL Case ™ % Tlii 77— A (2B} 5 B
FIRHZE L TWD T2, REHIZIAIRD B S AF(ET 2 /RN B 5. L7223 > T Half CFL Half Filter
Case CILIFMIZIZAMEIX Half CFL &R U <FRE L, HALMEPTIRFAIYS 72V Low-Pass Filter o A [A14501%
Default Case & [Fl U< &RET 5 Z & THREMZIZAE OB 2 e+ 5. CFL 35 KU Low-Pass Filter i
P St LS D 2 T O SAEIT DWW TR 3 BB T DTk 38 L O &b 2 R U <R ET 5.

4.4.2 INHCHIE

Default Case D356, #i 3 BRIV TWAIRNT 77— A LZRIZF L7 —AThH 5D, Limn> TIUR
HECH A RO SITE 3 EOMRE L E DL EMH L, Default Case (Z351T H#EFHEDO RN S %
TT—NR—L LTERTH. 2L, HAEOARENIVERTE21ZENIWGEEIT=T——%
FoR L7\, Half CFL Case 3 X Of Half CFL Half Filter Case D354y, INHCHIE 21T 9 720125 3 3 L A
U < Profile Loss DK JE I % #ezB 95 . Fig. 4.24 |2 Half CFL Case 3 £ O" Half CFL Half Filter Case (235
i} % Profile Loss JEf %, Table 4.5, 4.6 |Zili /7 — 2 Z8I1T 5 KB E DO EH O 2774, HCL 725
HC10, HF1 2% HF10 O EHHFRE] %42 T 35 blade flow through time T& Y, Table 4.5, 4.6 (Zx3 X 9
RE 2338 LT 2 &I K » TREE 217 9 #ifA b 3E L T <.

Half CFL Case DIFA, tU,/C = 35 I HLEFEEBNRMEE » T 5. Z OREAIE Default Case DU A
R ORENT A 45, 35 blade flow through time #2i L T\ 5 Z & BT 5. Fig. 4.24 () (/R34 TV
LIFHIEENN D, HCL 726 HC10 % TOfEMTIF ] O #iPH L 54.8 blade flow through time T& ¥, Profile
Loss DFtRAEFITFRZEN 4% LINE7e > TV 5.

Half CFL Half Filter Case D354, tUy,/C = 35 D HEFEEH NG E > TV 5. Z OFFSIE Half CFL
Case (233 1F B UL iz 7> & it 2 45, 35 blade flow through time £ L T\ 5 Z & #E KT 5. Fig. 4.24
(b) ITRENTWSHIREEEN S, HFL 2>5 HF10 £ TOfEHT I O #ilH 1% 54.8 blade flow through time
TdH Y, Profile Loss DFFFREFITFAZEN 4% LINE 25T 5.

L E X v, Half CFL Case 3 X Of Half CFL Half Filter Case 1355 3 % CTa% & L 7= I H] & D KL YE A T 72
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Fig. 4.24 Profile Loss Calculation Results with Time Development, (a) Half CFL Case, and (b) Half CFL
Half Filter Case

Table 4.5  Averaging Time Periods from HC1 to HC10 (Half CFL Case)

HC1 HC2 HC8 HC9 HC10

Averaging ) ) ) )
FowThraugh | 370 | 32 | .| %4 526 548

Time (tU,,/C)

Table 4.6 Averaging Time Periods from HF1 to HF10 (Half CFL Half Filter Case)

HF1 HF2 HF8 HF9 HF10

Averaging ) ) ) )
Flow Through | 3570 i P e o

Time (tU,,/C)
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4.4.2 FENTHRER

W EDOHFSE L U, Low-Pass Filter |XELVEER:, LI O ICRET 2 Z LM bT\w5 [13], [65].
ELIR B OBE A ELITEE B ~ D BB Z 5 1= 0|2, BETHGITE OB IR FEEA N TR S AN EICE
VD BETRPERR T AR 04T O WLl X % Fig. 4.25 1289, &7 —AZBWGEWIZA LTV eV, BE
AL R D HEE L TS ANLE TH D 10% 2 — ROLE ISR 2 BEm BT i, SLitES) = 3L
X—, LA VXSS OWEEIX % Fig. 426 (2R T . MHEOAICBWTIEIE 7 — AN —F L T\ 5010
AR L TOWDD, ELEER = R L ¥ —, LA )L RIS D53 ARINZEBW TIX AT R 672V Low-Pass
Filter 3 A [F1%5023 2\ Half CFL Case D73 A4i D Bl D 2 DOFEMT 75— A L W BHFRE L 2o TN 5.

BEMELIRBERE N E ) 5 R 23, B Mid-Chord 7> b E %k £ TERR S5 FIEEE AR E ~0 28 %
FARDT2DIZ, 50%, 70%, 90% = — RALEIZI5 1T D HEME R T i, ELtEE =L ¥—, LA /L
RS 1D WX % Fig. 4.27 1283, FEE A ( Fig. 4.27 (a)) SLIE#EE) = %L ¥ — (Fig. 4.27 (b)), LA /
LV RET) (Fig. 4.27 (€)) O HEHIZIBWTE 22— FALE 50% , 70% BV TEETOr —AIZBIT 5
FERDFEIFRANITIE > TV D, Loy LEBZEE Th D 0% E TlE, BT (Ywan/C = 0~0.1)
B W THNEHTIRF M 872 0 Low-Pass Filter 1 H[E1#23 2\ » Half CFL Case O Z& 5 3 A BV T
0, WEESA OWFEEE, GLIER XL X —, LA A XIEIRED LTS,

IR DIAT D KRB RIBERIZ 310 2 BALARNTRE 72 0 Low-Pass Filter i H [k D 28 %
FHRD 72\ Fig. 4.28 |23 4% 5 0.05C, 0.15C, 0.25C 721 F B 7= AL E I 1T 5 & EHE K, SLiTEE)
RNF—, LA VAR OHEEX 2R, REHEEOSE (Fig. 4.28, (), #&i%x7 DItV 105% 7
& TR T DB (Ypiren/Pitch = 0.2) 128 T Half CFL Case D&/ EHHEBMD 7 —A L D /&< e o
Tk, BRI &H72 0 Low-Pass Fliter i [B1#23[F U CTd» 5 Default Case, Half CFL Half Filter Case
DEJEHRITMEFRZNITINE > TV 5. 115% fE Tk, 2FEBRKRIIETOr —RZHE N T—H LT
WD EDIZHRZ 20, B EE L CTuh< 125% {7 & Tl Half CFL Case (23T 7 — & I 0 i
L7 BFEREDERPELN TN D.

L ER) = %L ¥ — (Fig. 4.28, (b)), LA / /L RU&/ (Fig. 4.28, (¢)) DL#MTIE, 105%, 115%,
125% LB BV THET IO EOEZS Half CFL Case DA /&< 722> Tk Y, Default Case, Half CFL
Half Filter Case DEITFFIFRZENIZINE > TV 5.

Fig. 4.28 O HHEEN L 0, KHUBRI B O R EE AN AL A#AT IR & 72 V- Low-Pass Filter o3 FH [BI428 2 £i%
T& 2 Half CFL Case DA/NI NI ENHERIN TS, FRERIZ 081X 5 72 2 2N AL ARAT ISR & 72 0
Low-Pass Filter 3 5157237 U CTd 5 Default Case, Half CFL Half Filter Case IZ [/ UfEH235 ST
% Z & M5, Half CFL Case (2817 2 % O O &R KO ELIEE = L ¥ —, LA /L X
I T D VX BN ARATIE ] > 72 Low-Pass Filter O BN EIK Tdh 5 Z L N b.

Low-Pass Filter (T & 2 RKIFAFIBER ~DEE L X HIZFE LS FARD 1201, Fig. 4.29 ([ZEEZ D
0.2C 72BN TWAALEIC I 2 ELE o', v, w DR 2w, BRI BER o [aldis 7 i 8 48
BTHDHu, v OE—2I25T Half CFL Case DAY LI-fEEMELN TS, ZOfR LY, #%
it TR & A0 2 MU I B it 0D 358 68 28 8 S BT AT IRE[E] 872V Low-Pass Filter o3l H[EIEIC R B X 4L
TWNDZERFERINTND.

BALEATRF & 72V Low-Pass Filter i I [BIE 23 A2 K IE T B AT~ 5 7212, Fig. 4.30 1245
Zr— A2k 1T % Profile Loss 35 K UMiR[A M £ O RFEFE S A /<9, Profile Loss ™54, Half CFL Case (233
WTHLD 2 oD —A X 0D LIRSS S5 TE Y, Default Case 5 L OF Half CFL Half Filter Case
DOFERIIFERIEA NI E » TV 4. BERMA DA S Half CFL Case IZB W T LT RNE 5T
£ v, Default Case 35 J O Half CFL Half Filter Case D& I EFAENICIN E > TV 5. ZOfRERIC L
VD, HAFRATREE 720 Low-Pass Filter 03 B3 2 fi5 T & 5 Half CFL Case (23517 5 KRR AR 1 Al
~DFEE) Profile Loss, #4171 A O THIFEFRICHEL TWD Z ENERINTND.
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Fig. 4.25 Mean Wall Normal Tangential Velocity Profiles around Laminar Separation Bubble (P1 to P7 =
Plotting Positions as in Fig. 4.3)

Default —»— Half CFL —=— Half CFL Half Filter —e—
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ywaIE/C

0 1 L L L 0 T L -
0 02 04 06 08 L 12 14 0 001 002 003 004 0 0.01 0.02
Upatt/ U= TKE : 0.5(u2+v2 +w'2)/U% Reynolds Stress: wv'/UZ,

Fig. 4.26 Profiles of the Tangential Velocity, TKE, and Reynolds Stress at 10% Chordwise Locations

LLEDRERD D, KEWERBER 2 & F 2 BIVISERN T (B 2 BALARITIFR 672V Low-Pass
Filter i F[RI%E, BRI EE 2 DIEER S 2 REERIBEIR O 58 S84 528, 3 LiZdsl) 5 A2
T ALV 5 S O R B AW~ DS BT NS W E SR S L. BALIEITRE H T2 Y
Low-Pass Filter i H[F1 5473 2\ 55, R BUSLRIBER o [MIHR 7 [ BEAS B 2 I 2, IO mE 255 <5
z <E PHER STz, Fiz, KHEBHBEROMRE ORI LD Lo aEHE, &m0l ff*%iﬁ

RSN, IhED, MEEREICITREE TSRV T 4 L Z Th - Th KRB RIEEIC
WL Z DN DL EFZD.
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(c) Mean Wall Normal Mean Reynolds Stress Profiles

Fig. 4.27 Profiles of the (a) Tangential Velocity, (b) TKE, and (c) Reynolds Stress at 50%, 70%, and 90%
Chordwise Locations
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(c) Mean Pitchwise Reynolds Stress Profiles

Fig. 4.28 Profiles of the (a) Total Pressure Loss, (b) TKE, and (c) Reynolds Stress at 0.05, 0.15, and 0.25
Chord Downstream of the Trailing Edge
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Fig. 4.29 Mean Velocity Fluctuation Profiles at 0.2 Chord Downstream of the Trailing Edge
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Fig. 4.30 Comparisons of the Predicted Cascade Performances, (a) Profile Loss, (b) Deflection Angle



Y

8

B4 BINISERNIBICEB T DIRIT ST A —Z D8 75

45 TOyvHBREHEOEE

Ty I BERFHEOEBERRDI-0IZ, T ay 7 BERFEOREENMEVEIENTZ W 2B
F1E[46] 3 L O FE 23 Lele i i WD — fRAL e A > % 7 = — A 55 (Genralized Characteristic Interface
Condition, GCIC) [471% FIWT2fifHT 24TV, Wi — A DHERZAT 5. #ENEZ W e AR ik 2l
M3 2417 — A% Intp. Case &44fH1F, —MAbEREMEA & 7 = — A5 % W T fift 77— A % GCIC
Case L4 fHiT 5.

4.5.1 FRETHET & AT itk

Intp. Case 35 & U8 GCIC Case (28T HW D fFHTHE 1% Fig. 4.31 (2. fifTfs 137w » 75 RUC
BT M ERARLT T 5720 2 MO T2 L TEHEY, T 1ROV TIT 9. Fig. 4.31
DFITRENTWAS Ty 7 BERIIK - 25E8ICERD 2 k?ﬁiiﬁbb\hﬁﬁ“(“b‘b D, Zovayv sk
Vb SI AN @ yﬁi‘iﬁ%ﬁﬁ%iﬁﬂﬁ‘é Intp. Case DA, EAK T (Overset) |28 DT —X D%
FELIZE T r vy 7128200 3 SICHET ey 7 o7 — 2205 K5 _mz/”fb“m\é %
FHET ey 7 IZWSEROD X 5 Lﬁa\%ﬂéh Wi — AR DERIE T e v 78X 738 HTH Y,
Intp Case (2331 2 k& - =%501% 3000 75 s, GCIC Case I% 2905 ﬁﬁf&)é GCIC Case |LHE G487 & fiff
M L7272, Intp. Case K VDWW T iz f5-o. W — 21T HHE Y O O BT 0 & I,
BEFEE 0], ANUHFMEZNENEN ] T DL, &HMOKTHGE AE*, Ant, AT IZENE
AE* <20, Anhay <1, ATY <15 L LTWD . ZHLSOFEBIZIZ H RS 2B ER D, x,y,z I

B DI TIREIE Ax™, Ayt AzH 1 ZE NI AxT < 30, Ayt <30, Azt <15 EREL TS,

KFVEIE & Rl ﬁiﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬂh 1% Kim 5[39]1C L % 6 YA Optimized Compact Scheme i i3 %. %
AR E %[BT 2 7212 6 YHEIE > Compact Filter VY, 7 4 V% —{f#a, = 045 LRRET D, I
F&45 13 TVD Runge-Kutta Scheme[45]%ﬁ5ﬁﬁﬂ‘é Ty 7GR, MRS, BUEA T — 205D
FRNT SR 3 E LR LR ET 5.

45.2 INHHE

Intp. Case ¥ X N GCIC Case (Z351F DURHIE AT 9 7228 3 7 & [A] U < Profile Loss D¢} jEEE
%:Tzﬁn 9~ %. Fig. 4.32 |Z Intp. Case 33 L Y GCIC Case (Z331F % Profile Loss J&/fE %, Table 4.7, 4.8 (27 /7

2B B IEREORB O#iPH % 1~ 9. Intp. Case (21T 5 IPL 75 IP16 B X O GCIC Case ([ZRBI1T 5

GC1 75\5 GC16 O F-HHFR 1% 4T 35 blade flow through time T& ¥V, Table 4.7, 4.8 (253 X 9 (ZHERI N
FRL TNV Z &Ik > TRMER 21T O di bR LTl

it 47— AV FRHT O Impulsive Start 7> 5 50 blade flow through time $i& % D5 — % Z &G L T\ 5720
IP1 35 XY GC1 DA EMNtU,/C =50 L72> T 5. Intp. Case @ IP1 7>5 IP16 3 X T GCIC Case ®
GC1 75 GC16 F TOfEMTIE O#iPHIZ 68 blade flow through time Td ¥, Profile Loss ™ # 5 #% B ixid
FEN A% LN E o> TWA. LI - T, My —ZADFEITE 3 2 THRE LIZINHHIE O LU 27
L’Cb\é

AENZB W TEITT BN O I Intp. Case @ IP16, GCIC Case ? GC16 # V5 Z L 12T 5.
7=, n’y{;ﬁrgaﬂfﬁﬁb SOV T, Intp. Case D g K, fix/Is Profile Loss D& 235 5 40TV 5 IP1L, IP13
DFEREANTE T —R—L LTERTSH. L, MAEORENIVERTE 51T ENIVGE
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Fig. 4.31 Calculation Grids for Intp. Case and GCIC Case
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Fig. 4.32 Profile Loss Calculation Results with Time Development, (a) Intp. Case, and (b) GCIC Case
Table 4.7  Averaging Time Periods from HC1 to HC10 (Half CFL Case)
1P1 1P2 IP14 IP15 IP16
Averaging
52.2- 78.6- 80.8- 83-
Flow Through 50-85
Time (tU., /C) 87.2 113.6 115.8 118
Table 4.8  Averaging Time Periods from HF1 to HF10 (Half CFL Half Filter Case)
GC1 GC2 GC14 GC15 GC16
Averaging
52.2- 78.6- 80.8- 83-
Flow Through 50-85
Time (tU., /C) 87.2 113.6 115.8 118
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Fig. 4.33 Mean Mach Number Contours of Intp. Case (Left), GCIC Case (Right)

4.5.3 fEYTHRER

70y I BEROEENEE LIS HNE AR D 2012, Fig. 4.33 (2l 7 — A2 BT 5t~ » ~E O3 A
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2o TG, LA JIVRIGET53A(Fig. 4.34 @SBV T b ELITEEE) = R /L X —D45A7 & [FEEIC 80% 7>
5 99% NEIZHIT D E— 7 IZB W Tl —ADEWAEL, HIEEE AW T30 T intp. Case @
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LTV, 2F0, 7u v 7 BERFEMFITHBEEAKBIRNGIZRE S EEL2N ERMREIN
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(a) Mean Wall Normal Mean Wall Normal Tangential Velocity Profiles at 60% to 99% Chordwise

Intp. ——

Locations

GCIC —=— Error

Interface - - - -

60%

90%

T

0.02

004 006
TKE: 0.5(u'2+v'2 +w'?)/U3,

0‘0 j)

8
Offset :0.02

(b) Mean Wall Normal Mean TKE Profiles at 60% to 99% Chordwise Locations
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Reynolds Stress: u'v'/UZ, Offset :0.007

(c) Mean Wall Normal Mean Reynolds Stress Profiles at 60% to 99% Chordwise Locations

Fig. 4.34 Profiles of the (a) Tangential Velocity, (b) TKE, and (c) Reynolds Stress at 60%, 70%, 80%, 90%,
and 99% Chordwise Locations
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BGkxD BIET D RBUEHIEER I 7%7 =8 71@‘5%*14@ SR IR 5 72T Fig. 4.35 12314
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Fig. 4.35 Profiles of the (a) Total Pressure Loss, (b) TKE, and (c) Reynolds Stress at 0.05, 0.15, and 0.25
Chord Downstream of the Trailing Edge
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Fig. 4.36 Mean Velocity Vectors around Trailing Edge and Block Interfaces, (a) Intp. Case and (b) GCIC
Case, Colored with Mach Number
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Fig. 4.37 Swirl Velocity and Cp Distributions around Trailing Edge
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Fig. 4.38 Comparisons of the Predicted Cascade Performances, (a) Profile Loss, (b) Deflection Angle
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46 BROFELOHDEIUEER

AREE TIE KB HBER S £ T2 BIPRE NS BT LES fRHTIC I 2T ST A — X2 D
WRELPRL 2 HME LT, ADELN, HOBERSEME, Mo A FRES, BARETRE
& 7= v @ Low-Pass Filter 1%k, 7 v v VHERFMHEZNNT A -2 L L, BT T A -2 LT L
7o LES fiftra4T o 72, KT A —F ORBIHT HMRDOE L OROBEREZ L TITRT.

46.1 AR#ELN

ARELAVTIB EOMZE L ERHEHL O K X X, BEmAEILREE S, BEmEBARICEET L Z LN
HHNTWD [26], [27]. AHENBFET 256, BIRFHEHLORE I08EAD L, BEmEELTE g O
JE S OBEE R G FIERICIBA T 5. £z, BEmEBROBAIIEERLOBICHEND. AHFEIC
AR THRIC LS, ADELINLS O DT 7 — AZB W TRATREE CORRMABHE R &, BEm

GLBE AR EIE &, BEmBEEAEN D T2 EENE LTV D

@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁmh,%%ﬁh%%%%ﬁ#éﬂ%f@%@%ﬁ%iﬁ<&é.:n@
Mid-Chord 7> 5 B4k & TR S 40T 2 I B A W ik ¢ o0 2 B BLIR Rt & o LLis X (Fig.
4.6) MOHIERTED.

RHBHBER AR SN D REBRMEND FitE TCORERKLO S (Fig. 47 (@) TiX, Eo
Suction Side 2> SN BALE (Ypiren/Pitch = 0.5~0.8) (ZFT, Inlet Turb. Case 2% No Inlet Turb. Case
LV HEENED T LHHERNE STV A, Inlet Turb. Case 33 iz o0 BE I ELITEE FUE 12 X 2 B
JEEER A RSO EIZ IV L, 2ERALHD LT L bs. BERAICIIT 5 ELikE
B x L — (Fig. 4.7 (b)) LA / VARG I] (Fig. 4.7 () D43AR CTIX& i 0EE Tl &7 — A DE DS
RABRNZ LD, KIFRIZEBWTERE L TW DTSRI T T, AR ELILO KB R B~ D 28
FRELSBWVFERRE LN TS

A FELAVIC & % 3 Suction Side D AJEH DA LV, Profile Loss D FHE A5 R E Inlet Turb. Case (2
BT T2 (Fig. 4.8 (). —77, Bl AT b 2B 5 KRB RIEER A D ELVITEEE L 20Tz,
AR 1T 27— A2 DS L B L2 U (Fig. 4.8 (D). ARFZEICE W THIIL TV AR T — R 2064 47—
LD ANAELAE, BRIV I W TR RIBER I TN 7 — v CTh 5 g i HIfEe, &Lk
72 E~OEENRREVDIZH L, KA — /L OEZGIEE KBERIBER~OZ BT NI N2 LD
AAELNDOEEILFR AR 77— /L OIS TWD &b s.

AWFFENZ I THRNT X S & 3 D AN s AL s Cl, BEmm ELyehs AU 1 L= Ak D 40% =2 — R{LE
FCEBEmN EICAESNTEY, TOBREREm) RPN D, BEmELIREE 8 S BEEm 2135 LT
% ERBE DM S B R BRI A~NEH L 2o TV DA, ARELNIC & 2 BEm ELHTEE U ~ D 81T
MG ORFHRKICAEEREEL LT T Z LRI,

FREOFRD S, ADELAVZ KRB RIBER AR T 2 BANEN ST W T, BEm ELITEL g 2356

ET A TR EOHMA LR USRS LI ENMRINT. £, F OB m 55 e H
WIZBWTIRONTERY, BEHED BRI TV D FIEEE AW E O KRR~ O EITRE N &
BN o7z, (AR ELITEE 8 OIS DS /N S WE IR NI\ T b A 5 BE i L 5
RTINS ERICRT 2R EHEKICRE 2B G542 50TV, LES it HW B Az T 248K
BT DT 24T O BRICIZ A DELIUE R 2 G L TR T 700,

4.6.2 HRABEREHDOE

HOBERSEITREDOME LV HOERD O ORKICEET L2 LN ahoTWnD. HOERICE
TR PE SN WS, HAERNOORFIZEXVIENEHNRRE LY, ZORBIIFFICE
NS D RGBT R E K BT H 2 ENMLNTWS [30]. ABFFRICIIT BT R T, H
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A £ TOERENEY Y No Buffer Case (Z351F 5+ /1258 % Buffer Case & thiiz L 7-BRIC (Fig. 4.11) 3
Hiif&H> 5 3 Mid-Chord \Z1& 3 T No Buffer Case DL NEFE K& < 7o TV B, Loy L RIRFHIEE T
SN D BEEFRITEND FIRICB W CUIHABERD L O LD ENEEL D b KB FIEERIC X
HIENEENRKE L, HABERNS OGN LD ENEBIH =720 (Fig. 4.11 (b)). Wi —RI2H
T DENEIC XL DMNGOFEHE~OFES B/ <, Eiln b 10%5 5 90%N & £ TOJH, L
PEE = R X—, LA VXSS DOB AR E 2B WTB AN TV e (Fig. 4.12). ZO/RERNG, H
756 O EHNT K DJEEBNIARWFITIZ I\ THENT R 5 & 3 2 KA R BER S FAE T 2 BmAELIC
FIRELSEELLRNZ ERG0D.

—J7, BEBEN D FIRALE (105%, 115%, 125%) TiX, %“itHOEoELiE#s = xL¥—, L1 /v
RIS D53AT O el & (Fig. 4.13), No Buffer Case (3 Buffer Case k& 0 KHEFIEE S OEE 2R 55< 7o
TWAZENGMND. Tk, HOBERITEE (130%, 140%, 149%) O 4JFHE%, ELitEE = /L ¥ —
LA VRSSO 554 (Fig. 4.14) &% LTV 5 . 149%NL[EIZ I 1T 5 %L o2 FE#HE K2 No
Buffer Case ([ZHBWTRELLFHAD L TND Z EDBMERINTWD (Fig. 4.14 (). SLItEE = /L ¥ —
(Fig. 4.14 (b)) LA /ARG (Fig. 414 (©) [2OWTH, HBIFEHLEHICHT 5 E— 7 EOHED MR
140%7 1B 3 L O 149%( 7B TR 6L 5.

Fig. 415 IR SN TWD K 912, HPBER £ CO/BEN Y No Buffer Case Ti, BRI NT
EE STV DFEN RBBRHBERICEEEE L TWD EEDbRS., ZhbfERLY, HOoERE
TOERENE WA, HEOBERICE O CTHEE STV DFRE S KIRBSHEER 2 86 LT s S Ebh
B i ST B R ERECHIBER X 0 2 E & ) S8, No Buffer Case (235 T Buffer Case
& 0 b L7z Profile Loss DFfERAMEHA TV 5 (Fig. 4.16 (a)).

FREORERD S, H OSRNG0 FEEE I RFRERIEER 2 FE T 2 BAmNSG I B W TE AR
BT 50, ENEEBZLDMNGOFEEEA~ORBEIIRELS RN ENHERINZ. WmEOHREIZE
VB ESGZITE CRNAENEINC L 52T, AMFRICBWTIEN R o2, ZOBHIE, AUF
FEAZ R W TREHT RIS & 9~ B s CIXBR BRI AFAE T B KIRBCHIBER 1 X AR 28 H N BE 5t
DOEDOKEIZEDIENEEBL Y RKE Wz EBbhnd. iz, HOBERE COEREN M EVESES, HOo
BRICBOWTEE SNV TWD#EOREZZ T, KEBRBERAIME S D 2 &R sz, il
SV KRBV HIBER MG BT 2 REBAZ WD S Z LB LN R o7, Zhicky, K
B BER T 2 BIRNGZ I IBW TERH D BER &M B AT DIAVG~ D BN R% 5
ORI HBER RS L ORI OREHRKICEEST L7120, TG ~OFEEZEE L-HOBEROMESS
HABERKGORENLETHD Z ENRENT

4.6.3 AR J5 HIFRNTZEREINE

WEOBEMBE O FEAVRICET AR L0, A S IR 22 M08 ORI R O = 1
DT ENFBILTN D, RIFBFIBER D A 232 7 0 A7 T E R RLRIEER OWR IR T 5720, Kl
FERIBER D A /3 TR ARGy % A8 S 2 T2 DI LB AR FRAT 22 M DS HEOR S V72 W6, BRI it oD ik
RN T D2 EPHERIINLTND [23], [24].

ARAFFRNZ I THEHT SR & 3 2 RSB AR T 2 BARNIGICB W T H R UHERA G LT
W5, ERRUTEE (105%, 115%, 125%) (Zd51) 2 %It FLEHIZ BT AR/ AT 22 g 23 R v
0.2 Span Case TAEHKL, ILMEE =R X¥—, LA J VXRS5 RRED L (Fig. 4.20). F7z,
HEAB O EZK (Fig. 4.21) 7 HEGEH LR OALEIZ IS 1T D AR JF A EABIRL 7 w' 28 0.2 Span
Case THAIMN L TRV, KEBUERFIBER ORHE 7 s A B AL o', v 12 0.2 Span Case T4 L T\ 5.
W EOFFEIT K DL & FIERIZ, A/ J7 AT 22 iR 23450 > 0.1 Span Case D356, KB HI
AR FIARR D0 e ST, R ST R R TR RS w8 ROBUAR H B 188 oD (a1 i 7 18] il
gy u, v BRI T A EEbns.
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\

ZOREREY, WNANHIRIS N T DRIGENGIZIE T A J5 M T ZE M iE 0 88 X HUM
BEVRNGICB T 2BEOMA LR UHERB/BOND Z LRSIz, £z, A T2/
& DB K D KIRBHI B~ DI L, A0 T 22 ME 238 0.1 Span Case (28T
Profile Loss, Bxlalf 28BN DA NS LTS (Fig. 4.23). K HAR I BE i o> [R]Hiz 5 1) 8 5 25 &)
u, v BB IILTN D AR G ERE) w OREIZ LD IR CORGHIMEI L, EOREICE
LHEEPEML TS EBbis. BBRMIZOWTHIEERIS, B OEELEE) o, v OB X
D REBLHIBEER AT S TWD 2 &, A28 FF AT ZE IR 23450 Y 0.1 Span Case (235 Tifiz[a)
AT DRERPFLNTND.

FRROFERD, KIREFEERAFET 2 BRI B\ T A RN ZZ MRS R+ 72 55
B VR R IR BT oD (215 5 R FE B AN N 5 Z LI K » TREMERBEE R b Sh, RIOLE
HEBLOEmEAOE G EEMSED 2 ERHLNIRoT-. ZhICk Y, KEBEHEERAEFELETD
BINWA OFENTIZ B\ THIBER D A 7 — ARG T 2 AT 22 M 23 He R S 72 W E01E, BAEEI
BT 2 TR RICHE B R PR Z KT 720, BHEEDOH D LES TR S 215 5 72 DI 1T R HFAERIEE
WO R 2R JF RS DG T X B4y 70 A /% J7 R AT 22 RS 2 el 2 LB b 5.

4.6.4 BNIEENTERRI S 72V Low-Pass Filter 038 EI%Kk

AN FEATIRERE] & 72 W @ Low-Pass Filter 3 H[A14%1%, Low-Pass Filter (2 & 2 ELIE ORI 2T 5 2
ERNBEDOHENSM SN TS [13]. AWFFEICIB WO THIT S & 95 KBRS FE T 5 B
RN BT, BN & 729 Low-Pass Filter 0 F[F1%2 432\ » Half CFL Case (233 T R HfE
FIEER O S AN LTV D Z &R, BERITEICET 2%MO T LmoeFERY, SLikER T RL
X—, LA I NVREHDOHAAN SRS TS (Fig. 4.28). ZOFERICE Y, HARNTEEH 720
Low-Pass Filter ™ i [B15 732\ Half CFL Case (23317 5 KIALHIBENRIE Low-Pass Filter D522 L 1
PO HAL, F OB LY Profile Loss 35 K MR 235 A LIZfE R 031G T2 (Fig. 4.30).

—J7, BATRTEHAFAET 2 BEm SLTEEE AUE <> Mid-Chord FEISUCAFAE T 2 HIBfEE AW I BV i
Low-Pass Filter ® B8 B 377-72uN (Fig. 4.25, 4.26, 4.27). Z+ui% Low-Pass Filter D ELIRIER ~D FE 12
B DimEDMA [65] b4 5 Z LA T& 5. Low-Pass Filter 358 < T HNT-H4A, HLERE
DI 72 0 B AS FTIMANCBEN T 523, BEfELTEE e 2353 762 L 7 I 8 W\ I ELIR IR A+
PR LT 5728 Low-Pass Filter O EENHIILR2NZ LB EOIFEN HHE I T\, BERE
ELIREE AR B I LB SR BV TELIRER = r VX —, LA A RIENBRRKRER D BEEL TV Z
LIZEoTHA LTV 72, EBAEN TIMNCBEIT 5 & BEmELITEE A BN OF UALEIZI 1T DL
MIEB T XX —, LA S NVRIEITENREND Z 25D,

Half CFL Case (2331} % ELifEiER 2513 Default Case & W FiiMIicB > T\ D Z & A # 2 — K 10%NL &
\ZB T D ELGEE = X VX —, LA VRIS IO (Fig. 4.26) 2 HHEE TEX 5. #Ea— K 10%(7#E
T, ELEB = RV X—, LA LR/ 1D v — 7 A Half CFL Case (2350 T Default Case X v #
FRELRSoTWN D, ERBEN TIRICHEE) L722IC X > T, Half CFL Case Tid3 21— K 10%{\{&(Z
BOWTEHREB =R L ¥ —, LA VXN REL IpoTND. L LZOEETIANEICEIT S
FEMT ST TIERE S iz, BTSRRI D ESMAIITEVA R 5T, FLiiER = L
F—, LA JIVRIETZOIIZBNTEHEFOENRAHE LN TND.

I AW fEIEk C b 5 3 1 — R 50%E I35 T b, Low-Pass Filter D228 I L 5L Tu7e (Fig.
4.27). HPEE AWIEICI T 2 ELRIIEEEIC I HZE L T2 D Th S 72 Low-Pass Filter |2 X % =
MBAL TV W E DL 5. Low-Pass Filter 052883 B HIBEM AN TE AL S 41 2 ik (Fig. 4.28) 124
WTHEB, KEBHBERICEZEL TWD.

FERLOFERI G, KEUERIEER AR T 2 RIS IS I W CHALAENTRE & 72V Low-Pass Filter
O AR, BATBRIIHICBT HELIRER, KEMERFIEEROMEICRET S 2 LRI, ff
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48 RBSERNINC 351 DR T A — 5 OB o8

\

FERE T, SLIIRN 0% EL T\ 554 Low-Pass Filter D ’i,“ﬁ)fﬁnfocb\& WO BEDHR, &
EIREZRFERAGE SN TW5D. 72, Low-Pass Fllter O A EIHUTELTC R 23 43382 L T 2 FIFkEE A
JE TR B TELE I A R S e\ 2 & 3R S v7e. %12, Low-Pass Fllter D FH RIS TR AR
H %’E(ﬂﬂ]@ﬁ/ﬁkﬂ# (T 5 Z L T Profile Loss 35 X OV 4 O THIFE RICHBT 5 Z 3B 60T
7o, BEINOFEFRIC kT 5D Low-Pass Filter D2 I K BFHEER~DOKEIZ L 2D TH DL, K
FURIBER 2S5 F AL TV 2 BIINEIIGIENT 217 2 BRI B EREIC BT 2 Mir L W HEICEET S
WMENSH D Z ENRENT-.

465 7 vy 7 EREMH

Ty JEREMITMA T e v 7 R 2w T SR OMEICRE L, REMRWT ey 7 BER
FIFITROREZ55< T 5 2 EBNWEOHIIEN B HIL TS [15]. AFFEICB W THRITISR L9 5K
FRBCHIBER A TFET 2R INENGICB N T, 7 a vy 7 EROHBER~OREITREOME &R U< B
NTW5D. 71y 7 BEREMOREE D E GCIC Case (2B TR MK Intp. Case L V) iy DIRE 2 5
7~ Swirl Velocity RV LB DO EED B — 7 O HER K E WRERZE LN TWD (Fig. 4.37).

5 — AT DI L O TR OE I, BEBIELE (105%, 115%, 125%) T it D O o4
JEHRK, ELEE) =RV —, LA AV RIS TID5AA D bER ST\ 5 (Fig. 4.35). GCIC Case @
BRI 2 2R, FLER = 2L X—, LA IV RIE 0, Intp. Case LV H K& < 2o

TWa., —J, 7ua v 7 ERFHCEBEI N5 SO .0 Profile Loss 35 X MR A 12K
ELEBELRNZ EDERI ATV S (Fig. 4.38).

FROEID, KEWERIBERAFAET 2 BINENGZ BN TT 1y 7 BER S X R BER O 3R 12
WET L PRI, ORI, Try 71315? PRIZ BT D IR AT I BT~ Dl R DGR
ERIBRFERTH D, 7oy 7 ERGAERIICZIT TR L0 NGO /AT 7Z2E W IEBIL TV D
tH DD, Profile Loss 3 L OV /4 O3 ﬁlﬂifwm IFEBREENBNNZ ERHLNC ST O
DOFER XV, KREBERIBER S AFTET 2 BINENIGOMATIZ B W T T 1y 7 BEREHIIESEN SN O
%Fﬁﬁ’]iﬁmhiﬂ CERTLGAICE T ey VERFMEORELEZRE L, EINOVHRIERT 556

ZIFERNANLZ TP CH VW AR E Tz,
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47 XKEDFEED

P EORERB L OERND, RIFFEICW TR RIS & 92 RIFBHIEER S FEE T 5 BAR NS
B BN /8T A —Z DEEBIZHOWTCREOM AN A TREREE0, MARTREREE X, HL
HEANEONTWVAEEIIAIC L TEETLEUTO Table4dd DL HICELDHDH I LENRTEXD.

Table 4.9 Summary of the Calculation Results

MBI RIS TR B OB KIETRE

LE. | Mid-Chord | TE. Loss Deflection
Angle
=k R O AN AN AN A
Hy O BERSRA A A X AN A
AR I AT 22 REINE O O O JAN A
@M%ﬁ%%ék@@ o y o A A

Low-Pass Filter

PA=DA ¥ s O A O A A

WEOFRAEHATRE : O, WHAFHE : X, FLWFR : A
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SEHE faom

KIFAFI B N TEAE T D B 58 21T %, LES AT DM/ ST A — X ORI HOWTHHN
ToAER, LIF o X o fEimze S,

RHUERBER 2SFAET 2 RIVKHFTNSG TH, WEOHMARMNIGIZR T DT T A — 2 DR E
T DHMANZOEFBEHTE 2HEVFET .

o ADOELIVZEATRREHIZBT D ELER, BEmELTERE, REmEERIC T 5.

o ANV T AIFRMT ZE IR L X RS B O SR IS T S

o HANIAENTIE[ &7V Low-Pass Filter i HEIEIE, BATHRUILFICI T 2 ELIRER I L OKR B H]
B DR TS 5

o T u vy UHEREME, KREEHEERS T gy 7R 2 EE T AR OIREICEET S,

RBULFIBER ASAAE T 2 RIS TN T, WEDOHMARTRNG BT DT T A=%D
BB T 2MANEOEEEA TERWGAENFET D2 LB LN Tz,

o HOBERSEMEOREL, HOBERNS ORI L DENEED KIETHNAGE~DOREL Y, HiO
RGN E LTHEE L TV DEEDOFED TN RKE .

o HNIMENTIF &7V Low-Pass Filter o HBI%E, SLIEHAS 0582 LT 5 RIBkE AW fE ik
B W TELIEIR 2 0= S E 7220,

REVERIBEN 25 FAET D BIIRBEFRANZIT BN T, RINOFIFIT T DI T A —F DRI
DUWTEL RO LW RS bz,

o AHELALIE Mid-Chord (23517 % I A WE 0 BB RIBER IS & <L Zeu. KBUBHBE iR
DEBEP/NZ N2, %lﬁﬁj (R 720,

. ﬁlﬂfé‘ﬁi'cﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ#ﬁb\%éﬂi, H B S S R BER  CB L, AT T 2 2 EH
X, EAMAIZEETD.

o RMTZEMI D AN R SIXRBERIBER O E L, BANTKIT 2 RFEHELCEN A 10
iﬂﬂj—é

o HNIMENTIER &7V Low-Pass Filter o BI85 X R BIACRIBER OFREE 12 L, IO 2FHEK
RO A IS D.

o T v U ERGSMITRBAEFIEER O R OLEIC BT 2RISR BT B, SRR A~ DR
BIRE 720

TS DOFERI G LES FRNTICE T DT /N T A — X OB T D E O EIE, KBRS
FETH2HEINENIGICHERA R TH 256, EHAWETHL2GAMGFET DI ENH LIS
Te. E£To, FRNT/RT A —Z ORBEHBER~OZBENRRI|OFERO FRIFERICKE S EET L &
B SN Tz,
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LB i B2 B REUBE R S EE T 2 BANFTNSRICRB N T, FEMEDH 5 LES TiE R 421557
DIZIE, UTOfNT ST A— 2 OB EEICEETOILENDH D Z ERRI .

o fIAEBEW LB SE OEIS B /N SWERFENSGICE VT, BEREEKTEN G 2Kk0 2
JERILDOREREEEZEDTEY, AAILNOBEmMELITEE R E ~D B2 HH LTIyt 2.

o KEURHBERMNFET 2RINFENZHICB O TIE, HAOERE CORHBENIT & FIEER S 05 R
FUOEBLZITOTLRY, WG~OREBEEZZE LI HOBERONMESCH OBEREFORE
NUETHS.

o AUNVFRIRENTZERINGIE, KEBULRIBERFIE T 5 BHNGEAT O FENTIZ 3\ T R ISR BRI 5
A5 Z LISk 0 BINTEHICH B R EE RIET T2, 5007 AR J7 AT 22 RIS O Reff A3
METHD.

o HAMENTIFR] & 72V Low-Pass Filter O HIRIEUE, FHEFERNE LV b REBHBERIC R X <2
THDT, (EREMERTENZICET 2T L 0 H & 512 Low-Pass Filter D2 2IZ OV THEJE
THOUVERDD.

o REMEHBERMAEET B BEIFENGOMITIZB W T, BINGNO BT RRNGIZERT 5
LRI T ey VERFEOEEEZBET HLERNH Y, RIIOFERICEE T 556 I8
NEALZ T T THU.

PLEOFEGm D B REBEHBER S5 £ TV D REIENTZZEBT D LES T 2 32477 5 BRICT 7
A —H DEBINRNTRE R A B R BEE KT 2 EARENT. £72, 2D ORERE S RKIAB R EE
M E EN TV DEFGENIGIZEET 5 LES i#T 217 9 BRICHEHNT X T A — & ORI L OFEHTHRE R DR
FHCME R EHZ R~ LT,
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